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00491l EXECUTIVE SUMMARY SHEET
DATE REPORT ISSUED: July 16, 2008 REPORT NO.
ATTENTION: Natural Resources & Culture Committee Meeting
Agenda of July 23, 2008
ORIGINAL DEPT.: Engineering and Capital Projects, Right-Of-Way Division
SUBJECT: Advertising and Award of South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer
COUNCIL DISTRICTS: 2 (Faulconer), 3 (Atkins), 6 (Frye), 7 (Madaffer)
STAFF CONTACT: M. Gibson (619) 533-5213/W. Gamboa (619) 235-1971
REQUESTED ACTION: ‘
Council authorization is requested to advertise and award a construction contract for South Mission
Valley Trunk Sewer.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

¢ Adopt the resolutions.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

The South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer, originally installed in 1947, is located in the Mission Valley
Community along Interstate & between Morena Boulevard and Interstate 15 and consists of four phases.
This project, South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer, 1s the first phase of this trunk sewer replacement and
consists of approximately 3,000 feet of 42” diameter trunk sewer along Interstate 8 between Hotel Circle
Place and Taylor St., and approximately 600 feet of 24™ diameter trunk sewer at the I-8/1-15
interchange. It includes those portions of the trunk sewer in deteriorated conditions, and also
replacement of the downstream portion to increase capacity. The EPA requires completion of this
proiect by October 2011.

This request includes the transfer of FY2009 budget from CIP 44-001.0, Annual Allocation — Sewer
Main Replacement to CIP 40-931.0, South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer. Currently, there are no Sewer
Group projects scheduled and prepared to encumber this funding.

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY CONTRACTING:

Funding Agency: City of San Diego

Goals:’ 14% Mandatory Subcontractor Participation Goal, 5% Advisory
Participation Goal Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE), 1%
Advisory Participation Goal Disabled Veteran Business Enterprise
(DVBE), 8% Advisory Participation Goal Other Business Enterprise (OBE),

Other: Prior to award, a workforce report, and if necessary, an Equal Opportunity Plan
shall be submitted. Staff will monitor the Plan and adherence to the
Nondiscrimination Ordinance. EQC staff will evaluate the bidder’s compliance
with SCOPe. Failure to comply with SCOPe will lead to the bid being declared
non-responsive. This contract will be advertised for bids in the San Diego Daily
Transcript, the Orange County Register, the City of San Diego’s website, and
the E-Bid Board. In addition, once implemented, the Bidder Registration
Program will notify registered participants of bid opportunities. Prior to
implementation of the Bidder Registration Program, the City will notify trade
associations and eligible firms via fax and/or e-mail.
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FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS:
The total estimated cost of this project is $15,816,663.35. Funding of $2,262,971 was previously
authorized by Council (R-296104), Council (R-294804) and O-19701 for consultant services and related
costs for South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer projects Phase L. II, IIl and IV. Of this amount,
$993,026.35 was authorized for South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer (Phase [). Additional funding of
$14,246,137 will be available in the Enterprise Fund, CIP 40-931.0, South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer,
Fund 41506, Sewer, of which $2,426,797 was transferred from CIP 44-001.0, Annual Allocation ~
Sewer Main Replacement, Fund 41506, Sewer and $577,500 will be available in CIP 46-193.0, Annual
Allocation — Muni Pool Contingency, Fund 41506, Sewer, for this purpose.

This project cost may be reimbursed approximately 80% by current or future debt financing. This
project is scheduled to be phase funded over two fiscal years from FY2009 to FY2010. Contingent
upon availability of funds, the City Comptroller will issue an Auditor Certificate for each phase of the
project. '

PREVIOUS COUNCIL AND COMMITTEE ACTIONS:

On May 1, 2001, Council (R-294804) and February 25, 2002, Council (R-296104) executed an
agreement with Hirsch and Company for $118,000 for pre-design and $954,971 for design, respectively.
On January 8, 2008 Council (0-19701) executed a First Amendment to the agreement with RBF
Consulting for $394,148 and authorized additional related in-house costs for $795,852.

The subject item will be presented to the Committee on Natural Resources and Culture prior to the
Council Docket date.

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION AND PUBLIC OUTREACH EFFORTS:

During the original design phase, this project had been presented to the Mission Valley Community
Council and Mission Valley Tourism Council on four (4) separate occasions from 2001 to 2004,

A more recent presentation to the Mission Valley Community Council was made on April 2, 2008,

and a presentation to the Mission Valley Tourism Council is scheduled for July 15, 2008. Residents
and businesses will be notified by the City’s Engineering & Capital Projects Department at least one (1)
month before construction begins and by the contractor at least ten (1) days before construction

begins through hand distribution of notices.

KEY STAKEHOLDERS & PROJECTED IMPACTS (if applicable).
The key stakeholders are identified as public and municipality. The project impacts include improved
capacity for the new trunk sewer,

Patti Boekamp <« David Jarrell
Director, Engineering & Capital Projects Deputy Chief of Public Works
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Mitigatéd Negative Declaration

Land Development
Review Division
(619) 446-5460

SUBRJECT:

UPDATE:

Project No. 22528
SCH No. Pending

SOUTH MISSION VALLEY TRUNK SEWER: COUNCIL APPROVAL of Capital
Improi}emenf Project No. 40931.0 for the replacement and new construction of
approximately 21,182 lineal feet (LF) and the abandonment of 12,830 LF of
existing trunk sewers and sewer main. Scope of work also includes associated
improvements such as laterals, manholes, and related improvements within
portions of Taylor Street, under Interstate 8, Hotel Circle Place, Hotel Circle North,
Hotel Circle South, under State Route 163, Camino del Rio South, under interstate
805, Mission Center Drive, Interstate Route 5, Camino de la Reina, Camino del
Rio North, Camino del Arroyo, and under State Rout 15. The project is located
within the Mission Valley Community planning area of the City and County of San
Diego, California. Applicant: City of San Diego, Engineering and Cap1ta1 Projects
Department, Water & Sewer Design Division.

Minor revisions to this document have been made when compared to the draft
Mitigated Negative Declaration. The changes do not affect the environmental
analysis or conclusions of this document. All revisions are shown in a
strilkethrouch and/or underline format.

I.  PROJECT DESCRIPTION: See attached Initial Study.

1. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING: See attached Initial Study.

DETERMINATION:

The City of San Diego conducted an Initial Study which determined that the proposed
project could have a significant environmental effect in the following areas(s):
HISTORICAL (ARCHAEOLOGY) RESOURCES, BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES, LAND
Use/MSCP, AND PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Subsequent revisions in the project
proposal create the specific mitigation identified in Section V of this Mitigated Negative
Declaration. The project as revised now avoids or mitigates the potentially significant
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environmental effects previously identified, and the preparétion of an Environmental
Impact Report will not be required.
IV. DOCUMENTATION:

The attac.hed Initial Study documents the reasons to support the above Determination.
V. MITIGATION, MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM:
GENERAL -

Prior to the preconstruction meeting, the Assistant Deputy Director of the Land Development

Review Division (LDR) shall verify that the following mitigation measures are noted within the -

construction/grading plans and/or specifications submitted and mcluded in the specifications
under the heading Environmental Mitigation Requirements.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

1. Prior to the commencement of any construction activities, the owner/permittee shall make
arrangement to schedule a preconstruction meeting o ensure implementation of the
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP). The meeting shall inclide the
Resident Engineer (RE), monitoring biologist, monitoring archaeologist, and staff from the
City’s Mitigation monitoring Coordination (MMC) Section.

2. Pror to the first pre-construction meeting, the applicant shall provide a letter of verification
to the ADD of LDR stating that a qualified Biologist, as defined in the City of San Diego
‘Biological Resource Guidelines (BRG), has been retained to implement the mitigation
Imeasures.

3. At least thirty days prior to the pre-construction meeting, the qualified Biologist shall verify
that any special reports, maps, plans and time lines, such as but not limited to, revegetation
plans, plant relocation requirements, avian or other wildlife protocol surveys, impact
avoidance areas or other such information has been completed and updated.

4. The project biologist shall supervise the placement of orange construiction fencing or
equivalent along the limits of disturbance within and surroundmg sensitive habitats as shown
on the approved Exhibit A.

5. All construction activities (including staging areas) shall be restricted to the development
area as shown on the approved Exhibit A. The project biologist shall monitor construction
activities as needed to ensure that construction activities do not encroach into biologically
sensitive areas beyond the limits of disturbance as shown on the approved Exhibit A.

——
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I.AND USE/MSCP

1.

b

Prior to mitiation of any construction-related grading, the biologist shall discuss the

_sensitive nature of the adjacent habitat with the crew and subcontractor.

Prior to preconstruction meeting, the limits of g'rading shall be clearly delineated by a
survey crew prior to brushing, clearing or grading. The limits of grading shall be defined
with silt fencing and checked by the biological monitor before initiation of construction
grading.

All lighting adjacent to the MHPA shall be shielded, unidirectional, low pressure

sodium illumination (or similar) and directed away from preserve areas using appropriate
placement and shields. If lighting adjacent to the MHPA is required for nighttime
construction, it shall be unidirectional, low pressure sodium illumination (or similar), and it
shall be directed away form the preserve areas and the tops of adjacent trees with
potentially nesting raptor species, using appropriate placement and shields.

No staging/storage areas for equipment and materials shall be located within or adj acent to
habitat retamed in open space area; No equipment maintenance shall be conducted within

- [ . . S,

Of Tikay uig au_] acent DPEn spaca,

Natural dramage patterns shall be maintained as much as possible during construction.
Erosion control techniques, including the use of sandbags, hay bales, and/or the installation
of sediment traps, shall be used to conirol erosion and deter dramage during construction
activities into the adjacent open space. Drainage from all development areas adjacent to the
MHPA shall be directed away from the MHPA, or if not possible, must not drain directly
into the MHPA, but instead into sedimentation basms grassy swales, and/or mcchamcal
trapping devices as specified by the City Engineer,

No trash, oil, parking or other construction related activities shall be allowed outside the
established limits of grading. All construction related debris shall be removed off-site to an
approved disposal facility.

Prior to the preconstruction meeting, the ADD of LDR shall verify that the Multi-Habitat
Planning Area (MHPA) boundaries and the following project requirements regarding the
coastal California gnatcatcher are shown on the construction plans:

If abandonment of the sewer line within the MHPA occurs during the breeding season of
the California gnatcatcher, Least Bell’s vireo, Southwestern Willow Flycatcher the
following mitigation measures shall be nnplemented

COASTAL CALIFORNIA GNATCATCHER (Federaliv Threatened) '

1.

Prior to the preconstruction meeting, the City Manager (or appointed designee) shall
verify that the Multi-Habitat Planning Area (MHPA) boundaries and the following
project requirements regarding the coastal California gnatcatcher are shown on the
construction pians: '

No clearing, grubbing, grading, or other construction activities shall occur between March
I and August 15, the breeding season of the Coastal California gnatcatcher, until the
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following requirements have been met to the satisfaction of the City Manager:

A.

A qualified biologist (possessing a valid Endangered Species Act Section
10¢a)(1)(a) Recovery Permit) shall survey those habitat areas within the MHPA
that would be subject to construction noise levels exceeding 60 decibels [db(a)]
hourly average for the presence of the Coastal California gnatcatcher, Surveys for
the Coastal California gnatcatcher shall be conducted pursuant to the protocol
survey guidelines established by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service within the
breeding season prior to the commencement of any construction. If gnatcatchers
are present, then the followmg conditions must be met:

L

Between March 1 a.nd Aungust 15, no clearing, grubbing, or grading of -
occupied gnatcatcher habitat shall be permitted. Areas restricted from
such activities shall be staked or fenced under the supemsmn ofa
qualified blologlst and

Between March I and August 15, no construction activities shall occur
within any portion of the site where construction activities would result in
noise levels exceeding 60 db(a) hourly average at the edge of occupied
gnatcatcher habitat, An analysis showing that noise generated by
construction activities would not exceed 60 db(a) hourly average at the
edge of occupied habitat must be completed by a qualified acoustician

‘(possessing current noise engineer license or registration with monitoring

noise level experience with listed animal species) and approved by the city

manager at least two weeks prior to the commencement of construction

activities, Prior to the commencement of construction activities during the
breeding seasomn, areas restricted from such activities shall be staked or
fenced under the supervision of z qualified biologist; or

At ]east two weeks prior to the commencement of construction activities,

under the direction of a quaiified acoustician, noise attenuation measures
(e.g., berms, walls) shall be implemented to ensure that noise levels
resulting from construction activities will not exceed 60 db(a) hourly

average at the edge of habitat occupied by the Coastal California

gnatcatcher. Concurrent with the commencement of construction activities
and the construction of necessary noise attenuation facilities, noise
monitoring* shall be conducted at the edge of the occupied habitat area to
ensure that noise levels do not exceed 60 db(a) hourly average. If the
noise attenuation techniques implemented are determined to be inadequate
by the gualified acoustician or biologist, then the associated construction
activities shall cease until such time that adequate noise attenuation is
achieved or until the end of the breeding season (August 16).

.
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* Construction noise monitoring shall continue to be monitored at least twice weekly on varying
days, or more frequently depending on the construction activity, to verify that noise levels at the
edge of occupied habitat are maintained below 60 dB(A) hourly average or to the ambient noise
level if it already exceeds 60 dB(A) hourly average. If not, other measures shall be implemented
in consultation with the biologist and the City Manager, as necessary, to reduce noise levels to
below 60 dB(A) hourly average or to the ambient noise level if it already exceeds 60 dB(A)
hourly average. Such measures may include, but are not limited to, limitations on the placement
of construction equipment and the simultaneous use of equipment. ‘

B.

If Coastal California gnatcatchers are not detected during the protocol survey, the
qualified biologist shall submit substantial evidence to the city manager and
applicable resource agencies which demonstrates whether or not mitigation
measures such as noise walls are necessary between March 1 and August 15 as
follows: :

L If this evidence indicates the potential is high for Coastal California
gnatcateher 1 be present based on historical records or site conditions,
then condition A.III shall be adhered to as specified above.

I If this evidence concludes that no impacts to this spectes are anticipated,
no further mitigation measures are necessary.

LEAST BELL’S VIREO (State Endangered/Federallv Endangered)

2,

Prior to the preconstruction meeting), the City Manager:(or appointed designee) shall
verify that the following project requirements regarding the least Bell’s vireo are shown
on the construction plans:

No clearing, grubbing, grading, or other construction activities shall occur between March
15 and September 15, the breeding season of the least Bell’s vireo, until the following

A

- requirements have been met to the satisfaction of the city manager:

A qualified biologist (possessing a valid endangered species act section
10(a)(1)(a) recovery permit) shall survey those wetland areas that would be
subject to construction noise levels exceeding 60 decibels [db(a)] hourly average
for the presence of the least bell’s vireo. Surveys for this species shall be
conducted pursuant to the protocol survey guidelines established by the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife service within the breeding season prior to the commencement of
construction. If the least Bell’s vireo is present, then the following conditions
must be met: : B

L Between March 15 and September 15, no clearing, grubbing, or grading of
occupied least Bell’s vireo habitat shali be permitted. Areas restricted
from such activities shall be staked or fenced under the supervision of a
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gualified bioiogist; and

Between March 15 and September 15, no construction activities shall
occur within any portion of the site where construction activities would
result in noise levels exceeding 60 db(a) hourly average at the edge of

~occupied least Bell’s vireo or habitat. An analysis showing that noise

generated by construction activities would not exceed 60 db(a) hourly
average at the edge of occupied habitat must be completed by a qualified
acoustician {possessing current noise engineer license or registration with
monitoring noise level experience with listed animal species) and
approved by the city manager at least two weeks prior to the
comrencement of construction activities. Prior to the commencement of
any of construction activities during the breeding season, areas restricted
from such.activities shall be staked or fenced under the supervision of a
qualified biologist; or ‘ '

At least two weeks prior to the commencement of construction activities,
under the direction of a qualified acoustician, noise attenuation measures
(e.g., bermns, walls) shall be implemented to ensure that noise levels
resulting from construction activities will not exceed 60 db(a) hourly
average at the edge of habitat occupied by the least Bell’s vireo.
Concurrent with the commencement of construction activities and the
construction of necessary noise attenuation facilities, noise monitoring*
shall be conducted at the edge of the occupied habitat area to ensure that
noise levels do not exceed 60 db(a) hourly average. If.the noise
attenuation techniques implemented are determined to be inadequate by
the qualified acoustician or biologist, then the associated construction
activities shall cease until such time that adequate noise attenuation is
achieved or until the end of the breeding season (September 16).

* Counstruction noise monitoring shall continue to be monitored at least twice weekly on
varying days, or more frequently depending on the construction activity, to verify that
noise levels at the edge of occupied habitat are maintained below 60 dB(A) hourly
average or to the ambient noise level if it already exceeds 60 dB(A) hourly average. If
not, other measures shall be implemented in consultation with the biologist and the City
Manager, as necessary, to reduce noise levels to below 60 dB(A) hourly average or to the
ambient noise level if it aiready exceeds 60 dB(A) hourly average. Such measures may
include, but are not limited to, limitations on the placement of construction equipment
and the simultaneous use-of equipment.

B.

If least Bell’s vireo are not detected during the protocol survey, the qualified
biologist shall submit substantial evidence to the city manager and applicable
resource agencies which demonstrates whether or not mitigation measures such as
noise walls are necessary between March 15 and September 15 as follows:
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L If this evidence indicates the potential is high for least Bell’s vireo to be
present based on historical records or site conditions, then condition A.III
shall be adhered to as specified above.

I If this evidence concludes that no impacts to this species are anticipated,
no further mitigation measures are necessary.

SOUTHWESTERN WILLOW FLYCATCHER (Federally Endangered)

3.

Prior to the preconstruction meeting, the City Manager (or appointed designee) shall
verify that the following project requirements regarding the southwestern willow
flycatcher are shown on the construction plans:

No clearing, grubbing, grading, or other construction activities shall occur between May 1
and September 1, the breeding season of the Southwestern Willow Flycatcher, until the
following requirements have been met 1o the satisfaction of the ity manager:

A. A qualified biologist (possessing a valid endangered species act section
10(a)(1)(a) recovery permit) shall survey those wetland areas that would be
subject to construction noise levels exceeding 60 decibels [db(a)] hourly average
for the presence of the Southwestern Willow Flycatcher. Surveys for this species
shall be conducted pursuant to the protocol survey guidelines established by the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service within the breeding season prior to the
commencement of any construction. If the Southwestern Willow Flycatcher is
present, then the following conditions must be met:

L Between May 1 and Septernber 1, no clearing, grubbing, or grading of
occupied Southwestern Willow Flycatcher habitat shall be permitted. ’
Areas resfricted from such.activities shall be staked or fenced under the
supervision of 2 qualified biologist; and

1L Between May 1 and September 1, no construction activities shail occur
within any portion of the site where construction activities would result in
noise levels exceeding 60 db(a) hourly average at the edge of occupied
southwestern willow flycatcher habitat. an analysis showing that noise
generated by construction activities would not exceed 60 db(a) hourly
average at the edge of occupied habitat must be completed by a qualified
acoustician (possessing current noise engineer license or registration with
monitoring noise level experience with listed animal species) and
approved by the city manager at least two weeks prior to the
commencement of construction activities. prior to the commencement of
construction activities during the breeding season, areas restricted from
such activities shall be staked or fenced under the supervision of a



(50460

Page 8

qualified biologist; or

At least two weeks prior to the commencement of construction activities,
under the direction of a qualified acoustician, noise attenuation measures
(e.g., berms, walls) shall be impiemented to ensure that noise levels
resulting from construction activities will not exceed 60 db(a) hourly
average at the edge of habitat occupied by the Southwestern Willow
Flycatcher. Concurrent with the commencement of construction activities

-and the construction of necessary noise attenuation facilities, noise

monitoring* shall be conducted at the edge of the occupied habitat area to
ensure that noise levels do not exceed 60 db(a) hourly average. If the

noise attenuation techniques implemented are determined to be inadequate
by the qualified acoustician or biologist, then the associated construction
activities shall cease until such time that adequate noise attenuation is
achieved or until the end of the breeding season (September 1).

* Construction noise monitoring shall continue to be monitored at least twice weekly on
varying days, or more frequently depending on the construction activity, to verify that
noise levels at the edge of occupied habitat are maintained below 60 dB(A) hourly
average or to the ambient noise level if it already exceeds 60 dB(A) hourly average. If
not, other measures shall be implemented in consultation with the biologist and the City
Manager, as necessary, to reduce noise levels to below 60 dB(A) hourly average or to the
ambient noise level if it already exceeds 60 dB(A) hourly average. Such measures may
include, but are not limited to, limitations on the placement of construction equipment
and the simultaneous use of equipment.

B.

RAPTORS

If Southwestern Willow Flycatcher are not detected during the protocol survey,
the qualified biologist shall submit substantial evidence to the city manager and -
applicable resource agencies which demonstrates whether or not mitigation
measures such as noise walls are necessary between May 1 and September 1 as
follows:

If this evidence indicates the potential is high for southwestern willow
flycatcher to be present based on historical records or site conditions, then
condition A.III shall be adhered to as specified above.

If this evidence concludes that no impacts to this species are anticipated,
no additional mitigation measures are necessary. )

1. Ifthe site has a potential to support nests and nesting raptors are present during
construction, compliance with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act/Section 3503 would preclude
the potential for direct impacts.
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If there is a potential for indirect noise impacts to nesting raptors prior to any-Jandfiller

aneitaryfasility construction within the development area during the raptor breeding
season (February 1 through September 15), the biologist shall conduct a preconstruction .
survey to determine the presence of active raptor nests. If active nests are detected the
biologist in consultation with EAS staff shall establish a species appropriate noise buffer
zone. No construction shall occur within this zone.

HISTORICAL RESOURCES (ARCHAEOLOGY DATA RECOVERY PROGRAM)

As a condition of project approval, the applicant is required to conduct an Archaeological Data
Recovery Program (ADRP) to mitigate for potential impacts to archaeologlcal 51te (P-37 and
adjacent Presidio Park) as follows:

Prior to Preconstruction (Precon) Meeting

1 T and
i, A AL

a. Prior to the preconstruction meeting, or issuance of a Notice to Procesd (NTP) or

any permits, including but not limited to, the first Grading Permit, Demolition
Plans/Permits and Building Plans/Permits, the Assistant Deputy Director (ADD)
of LDR shall venfy that the requirements for the ARCHAEOLOGICAL DATA
RECOVERY PROGRAM (ADRP} have been noted on the appropriate
construction documents.

2. Letters of Qualification have been submitted to ADD

d.

Prior to the preconstruction meeting, recordation of the first final map, NTP,
and/or, including but not limited to, issuance of a Grading Permit, Demolition
Permit or Building Permit, the applicant shall provide a letter of verification to the
ADD of LDR stating that a qualified Archaeologist, as defined in the City of San
Diego Historical Resources Guidelines (HR(@G), has been retained to implement
the ADRP. If applicable, individuals involved in the archaeological program
must have completed the 40-hour HAZWOPER training with certification
documentation. ALL PERSONS INVOLVED IN THE ADRP AND
MONITORING OF THIS PROJECT SHALL BE APPROVED BY ADD OF
LDR PRIOR TO THE START OF THE PROJECT.

excavation/grading of undlsturbed ground in the event that cultural features or
human remains are found and the procedures set forth in Section 4 shall be
implemented.
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Precon Meeting

1.

Qualified Archaeo-l\ogist Shall'Attend Precon Meetings

a.

Prior to beginning any work that requires monitoring, the Applicant shall arrange
a Precon Meeting that shall include the Archaeologist, Construction Manager
and/or Grading Contractor, Resident Engineer (RE), Building Inspector (BI), if
appropriate, and MMC, The qualified Archaeologist.shall attend any grading
related Precon Meetings to make comments and/or suggestions concerning the
ADRP with the Construction Manager and/or Grading Contractor.

If the Monitor is not able to attend the Precon Meeting, the RE or BL, if
appropriate, will schedule & focused Precon Meeting for MMC, EAS staff, as

- appropriate, Monitors, Construction Manager and appropriate Contractor=s

representatives to meet and review the job on-site prior to start of any work that
requires monitoring.

Identify Areas involved in ADRP

a. At the Precon Meeting, the Archaeclogist shall submit to MMC a copy of the
site/grading plan (reduced to 11x17) that identifies areas involved in the ADRP as
well as areas that may require delineation of grading limits.

b. Prior to the issuance of grading permits or NTP, the area involved in the ADRP
shall be surveyed, staked and flagged by the qualified archaeologist as defined
above. h '

When ADRP Will Occur

a. Prior to the start of work, the Archaeologist shall also submit a construction

© scheduie to MMC through the RE or BI, as appropriate, indicating when and
where the ADRP is to begin and shall notify MMC of the start date for work.

ADRP Irnpleméntation

a. Prior to construction, the app‘licant department shall implement the ADRP
'detailed in the Cultural Resources Study prepared by HDR Inc. (June 2003),

satisfactory to the City Manager. The ADRP in the form of testing shall be
conducted at the planned manhole locations along Taylor Street (below Presidio
Park). Excavation of the manhole test units-shall be conducted at ten centimeter

" levels and all materials screened through eighth-inch mesh. Should resources be

encountered during the testing program, the PI shall contact MMC and the RE in
order to determine the approprate additional measures required depending on the
nature and size of the encountered resource.
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5. Human Remains

2. If human remains are discovered, work shall halt in that area and the following
procedures set forth in the California Public Resources Code (Sec. 5097.98) and
State Health and Safety Code (Sec. 7050.5) will be taken:

b. Notification

(1) Archaeological Monitor shall notify the RE or BI as appropriate, MMC and
the PI if the Monitor is not qualified as 2 PI. MMC will notify the appropriate
Senior Planner in the Environmental Analysis Section (EAS).

(2) The PI shall notify the Medical Examiner after consultation with the RE,
either in person or via telephone.

c. Isolate discovery site

(1) Work will be redirected from the location of the discovery and any nearby area
reasonably suspected to overlay adjacent human remains until a determination
can be made by the Medical Examiner in consultation with the PI concerning
the provenience of the remains.

(2) The Medical Examiner, in consultation with the PL, shall determine the need
for a field examination to determine the provenience.

(3) If a field examination is not Warrénted, the Medical Examiner shall determine,
with input from the PI, if the remains are or are most likely to be of Native -
American origin. '

d. If Human Remains are determined to be Native American
(1) The Medical Examiner shall notify the Native American Historic
Commission (NAHC). By law, ONLY the Medical Examiner can make this

call.

(2) The NAHC will contact the PI within 24 hours or sooner after the Medical
Examiner has completed coordination. '

(3) NAHC will identify the person or persons determined to be the Most Likely
Descendent (MLD) and provide contact information.

(4) The PI will coordinate with the MLD for additional coordination.

(5) Disposition of Native American human remains will be determined between
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the MLD and the PL, IF;

(a) The NAHC is unable to identify the MLD, OR the MLD failed to make a
recommendation within 24 hours after being notified by the Commission;
. OR;

{b) The landowner or authorized representative rejects the recommendation of

the MLD and mediation in accordance with PRC 5097.94 (k) by the
NAHC fails to provide measures acceptable to the landowner, the
landowner or their authorized representative shall re-inter the human
remains and all associated grave goods with appropriate dignity, on the
property in a location not subject to subsurface disturbance. Information
on this process will be provided to the NAHC.

e. If Human Remains are NOT Native American
(1) The PI shall contact the. Medical Examiner and notify them of the nistoric era
context of the burial. :

(2) The Medical Exarniner will determine the appropriate course of action with
the P1 and City staff (PRC 5097.98).

(3) If the remains are of historic origin, they shall be appropriately removed and
" conveyed to the Museum of Man for analysis. The-decision for reinterment of
the human remains shall be made in consultatlon w1th MMC, EAS, the land
owner and the Museum of Man

6. Notification of Completion of ADRP

a. The Archaecologist shall notify MMC and the RE or the BI, as appropnate, in
writing of the end date of the ADRP.

Post Construction
1. Handling and Curation of Artifacts and Letter of Acceptance

a. The Archaeologist shall be responsible for ensuring that all cultural remains
collected are cleaned, catalogued, and permanently curated with an appropriate
~ institution, that a letter of acceptance from the curation institution has been
submitted to MMC; that all artifacts are analyzed to identify function and
chronology as they relate to the history of the area; that faunal material is
identified as to species; and that specialty studies are compieted, as appropriate.

b. Curation of artifacts associated with the survey, testing and/or data recovery for
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this project shall be completed in consultation with LDR and the Native American
representative, as applicable.

Final Results Reports (Monitoring and Research Design And Data Recovery
Program}

Prior to the release of the grading bond, two copies of the Final Results Report
(even if negative) and/or evaluation report, if applicable, which describes the
results, analysis, and conclusions of the ADRP (with appropriate graphics) shall
be submitted to MMC for approval by the ADD of LDR.

MMC shall notify the RE or BI, as appropnate of receipt of the Final Results

Report.

Recording Sites with State of California Department of Park and Recreation

FD

The Archacologist shall be responsibie for updating the appropriate State of
California Department of Park and Recreation forms-DPR 523 A/B associated
with the ADRP in accordance with the City=s Historical Resources Guidelines,
and submittal of such forms to the South Coastal Information Center with the
Final Results Report. :

Handling and curation of artifacts and Letter of Acceptance

The archaeologist shall be responsible for ensuring that all cultural materials and
associated records collected during the initial archaeological survey and
evaluation phase, implementation of the ADRP and as a result of construction
related excavation shall be cleaned, catalogued and permanently curated with an
appropriate institution; that a letter of acceptance from the curation institution has
been submitted to MMC; that all artifacts are analyzed to identify function and
chronology as they relate to the history of the area and to allow a comparison with

. previous nearby studies; that faunal material is identified as to species, and that

specialty studies shall be completed, as appropriate, including obsidian hydration
and sourcing analysis, protein residue studies and radiocarbon dating,.

Curation of artifacts associated with this program shall be completed in
consultation with LDR and the Native American representative, as appropriate

On completion of the ADRP and prior. to issuance of grading permits, the qualified
archaeologist shall attend a second preconstruction meetings to make comments
and/or suggestions concerning the proposed grading process.
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HISTORICAL RESOURCES (ARCHAEOLOGY)

Prior to Permit Issuance or Bid Opening/Bid Award

A. Land Development Review (LDR) Plan Check

Prior to permit issuance or Bid Opening/Bid Award, whichever is applicable, the
Assistant Deputy Director (ADD) Environmental designee shall verify that the
requirements for Archaeological Monitoring and Native American monitoring, if
applicable, have been noted on the appropriate construction documents.

B. Letters of Qualification have been submitted to ADD

l.——=—=>Prior to Bid Award, the applicant shall submit a letter of verification to

Mitigation Monitoring Coordination (MMC) identifying the Principal
Investigator (PI) for the project and the names of all persons involved in
the archaeological monitoring program, as defined in the City of San
Diego Historical Resources Guidelines (HRG). If applicable, individuals
involved in the archaeological monitoring program must have completed
the 40-hour HAZWOQPER training with certification documentation.

MMC will provide a letter to the applicant confirming the qualifications of
the PI and all persons involved in the archaeological monitoring of the

project.

Prior to the start of work, the applicant must obtain approval from MMC -

for any personnel] changes associated with the monitoring program.

Prior to Start of Construction

A. Ven’ﬁcation of Records Search

1.

The PI shall provide verification to MMC that a site specific records
search (1/4 mile radius) has been completed. Verification includes, but is
not limited to a copy of a confirmation letter from South Coast
Information Center, or, if the search was in-house, a letter of verification
from the PI stating that the search was completed.

The letter shall introduce any pertinent information concerning
expectations and probabilities of discovery during trenching and/or
grading activities.

The PI may submit a detailed letter to MMC requesting a reduction to the
Y mile radius.



Page 15

B. PI Shall Attend Precon Meetings

1. Prior to beginning any work that requires monitoring, the Applicant shall
arrange a Precon Meeting that shall include the PI, Construction Manager
(CM) and/or Grading Contractor, Resident Engineer (RE), Building
Inspector (BI), if appropriate, and MMC. The qualified Archaeologist shall
attend any grading/excavation related Precon Meetings to make comments
and/or suggestions concerming the Archaeological Monitoring program
with the Construction Manager and/or Grading Contractor.

a. If the P1 is unable to attend the Precon Meeting, the Applicant shall
schedule a focused Precon Meeting with MMC, the PI, RE, CM or
BI, if appropriate, prior to the start of any work that requires
monitoring. :

Acknowledgement of Responsibility for Curation (CIP or Other Public
Projects)

o8]

The applicant shall submit a letter to MMC acknowledging théir
responsibility for the cost of curation associated with all phases of the
archaeological monitoring program.

3.  Identify Areas to be Monitored

a. Prior to the start of any work that requires monitoring, the PI shall
submit an Archaeological Monitoring Exhibit (AME) based on the
. appropriate construction documents (reduced to 11x17) to MMC'
for approval 1dentifying the areas to be monitored including the
delineation of grading/excavation limits,

b. The AME shall be based on the results of a site specific records
search as well as information regarding the age of existing . ‘
pipelines, laterals and associated appurtenances and/or any known
soil conditions (native or formation).

c.  MMC shall notify the PI that the AME has been approved.
4, When Monitoring Will Occur
a. Prior to the start of any work, the PI shal] also submit a

construction schedule to MMC through the RE indicating when
and where monitoring will occur.
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b.  The PI may submit a detailed letter to MMC prior to the start of
work or during construction requesting a modification to the
meonitoring program. This request shall be based on relevant
information such as review of final construction documents which
indicate conditions such as age of existing pipe to.be replaced,
depth of excavation and/or site graded to bedrock, etc., which may
reduce or increase the potential for resources to be present.

Approval of AME and Construction Schedule

After approval of the AME by MMC, the PI shall submit to MMC written -
authorization of the AME and Construction Schedule from the CM.

Morutor Shall be Present During Grading/Excavation/Trenching

1.

The monitor shall be present full-time during grading/excavation/trenching
activities including, but not limited to mainline, laterals, jacking and
receiving pits, services and all other appurtenances associated with
underground utilities as identified on the AME and as authorized by the
CM. The Construction Manager is responsible for notifying the RE,
P1, and MMC of changes to any construction activities.

‘The monitor shall document field activity via the Consultant Site Visit

Record (CSVR). The CSVR’s shall be faxed by the CM to the RE the first
day of monitoring, the last day of monitoring, monthly (Notification of
Monitoring Completion), and in the case of ANY discoveries. The RE
shall forward copies to MMC.

The PI may submit a detailed letter to the CM and/or RE for concurrence
and forwarding to MMC during construction requesting a modification to
the monitoring program when a field condition such as modern
disturbance post-dating the previous trenching activities, presence of fossil
formations, or when native soils are ericountered may reduce or increase
the potential for resources to be present.

Discovery Notification Process

1. -

In the event of a discovery, the Archaeological Monitor shall direct the
contractor to temporarily divert trenching activities in the area of discovery
and immediately notify the RE or BI, as appropriate.
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2. The Monitor shall immediately notify the PI (unless Monitor is the PI) of
the discovery.

3. The PI shall immediately notify MMC by.phone of the discovery, and shall
also submit written documentation to MMC within 24 hours by fax or
email with photos of the resource in context, if possible.

C. Determination of Significance
1. The PI and Native American representative, if applicable, shall evaluate

the significance of the resource. If Human Remains are involved, follow
protocol in Section IV below. -

a.

The PI shall immediately notify MMC by phone to discuss
significance determination and shall also submit a letter to MMC
indicating whether additional mitigation is required.

If the resource is significant, the PI shall submit an Archaeological
Data Recovery Program (ADRP) and obtain written approval of the
program from MMC, CM and RE. ADRP and any mitigation must

be approved by MMC, RE and/or CM before ground disturbing

activities in the area of discovery will be allowed to resume.

(1)  Note: For pipeline trenching projects only, the PI shall
implement the Discovery Process for Pipeline Trenching
projects identified below under “D.”

If resource is not significant, the PI shall submit a letter to MMC
indicating that artifacts will be collected, curated, and documented
in the Final Monitoring Report. The letter shall also indicate that
that no further work is required. .

(1)  Note: For Pipeline Trenching Projects Only. If the deposit
is limited in size, both in length and depth; the information
value is limited and is not associated with any other
resource; and there are no unique features/artifacts
associated with the deposit, the discovery should be
considered not significant.

(2)  Note, for Pipeline Trenching Projects Only: If significance
can not be determined, the Final Monitoring Report and
Site Record (DPR Form 523A/B) shall identify the
discovery as Potentially Significant.
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D. Discovery Process for Sigm'ﬁcant Resources ~ Pipeline Trenching Projects

The following procedure constitutes adequate mitigation of a significant discovery
encountered during pipeline trenching activities including but not limited to
excavation for jacking pits, receiving pits, laterals, and manholes to reduce
impacts to below a level of significance: :

1. Procedures for documentation, curation and reporting

a.

Iv.

One hundred percent of the artifacts within the trench alignment |
and width shall be documented in-situ, to include photographic

‘records, plan view of the trench and profiles of side walls,

recovered, photographed after cleaning and analyzed and curated.
The remainder of the deposit within the limits of excavation
(trench walls) shall be left intact.

The PI shall prepare a Draft Monitoring Report and submit to

MMC via the RE as indicated in Section VI-A.

The PI shall be responsible for recording (on the appropriate State
of California Department of Park and Recreation forms-DPR 523
A/B) the resource(s) encountered during the Archaeological
Monitoring Program in accordance with the City’s Historical
Rescources Guidelines. The DPR forms shall be submitted to the
South Coastal Information Center for either a Primary Record or
SDI Number and included in the Final Monitoring Report.

The Final Monitoring Report shail include 2 recommendation for
monitoring of any future work in the vicinity of the resource.

Discovery of Human Remains

If human remains are discovered work shall halt in that area and the following procedures set
forth in the California Public Resources Code (Sec 5097 98) and State Health and Safety Code
(Sec. 7050.5) shall be undertaken: :

-9 Notification

1. .Archaeological Monitor shall notify the RE or BI as appropriate, MMC,
and the PL, if the Monitor is not qualified as a PL. MMC will notify the
appropriate Senior Planner in the Environmental Analysis Section (EAS).

2. The PI shall notify the Medical Examiner after consultation with the RE,
either in person or via teiephone.
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B. Isolate discovery site

L.

E\.)

Work shall be directed away from the location of the discovery and any
nearby area reasonably suspected to overlay adjacent human remains until
a determination can be made by the Medical Examiner in consultation
with the PI concerning the provenience of the remains.

The Medical Examiner, in consultation with the PI, shall determine the
need for a field examination to determine the provenience. . '

If a field examination is not warranted, the Medical Examiner shall
determine with input from the PI, if the remains are or are most likely to
be of Native American origin.

C. If Human Remains ARE determined to be Native American

1.

The Medical Examiner shall notify the Native American Herltage
Commission (NAHC). By law, ONLY the Medical Examiner can make
this call. '

The NAHC shall contact the PI within 24 hours or sooner, after Medical
Examiner has completed.coordination.

NAHC shall identify the person or persons detemuned to be the Most
Likely Descendent (MLD) and provide contact information..

The PI shall coordinate with the MLD for additional consultation.

Disposition of Native American Human Remains shall be determined

" between the MLD and the PL IF:

a. The NAHC is unable to identify the MLD, OR the MLD failed to
make a recommendation within 24 hours after being nouﬁed by the
Commission; OR;

b. The landowner or authorized representative rejects the

_ recommendation of the MLD and mediation in accordance with
- PRC 5097.94 (k) by the NAHC fails to provide measures
acceptable to the landowner.



Page 20

D. If Human Remains are NOT Native American |

1. The PI shall contact the Medical Examiner and notify them of the historic
era context of the burial. '

2. The Medical Examiner will determine the appropriate course of action
with the PI and City staff (PRC 5097.98).

3. If the remains are of historic origin, they shall be appropriately removed

Night Work

and conveyed to the Museum of Man for analysis. The decision for
internment of the human remains shall be made in consultation with
MMC, EAS, the applicant department and/or Real Estate Assets
Departinent (READ) and the Museum of Man. -

A. If night work is included in the contract

1.

‘When night work 1s included in the contract package, the extent and
timing shall be presented and discussed at the precon meeting.

The following procedures shall be followed.
a.  No Discoveries
* In the event that no discoveries were encountered during night
work, The PI shall record the information on the CSVR and submit

to MMC via the RE by fax by 9am the following morning, if
possible. ' '

b. Discoveries

All discoveries shall be processed and documented using the
existing procedures detailed in Sections I - During Construction,
and I'V - Discovery of Human Remains.

C. Potentially Significant Discoveries
If the PI determines that a potentially significant discovery has
been made, the procedures detailed under Section III - During

Construction shall be followed.

d. The PI shall immediately contact thé RE and MMC, or by 8AM the
following moming to report and discuss the findings as indicated
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in Section III-B, unless other specific arrangements have been
made. ‘

B. If night work becomes necessary during the course of construction

1. The Construction Managerr shall notify the RE, or BI, as appropriate, a
mintmum of 24 hours before the work is to begin.

2. The RE, or B, as appropriate, shall notify MMC immediately.
C. All other procedures described above shall apply, as appropriate.
Post Construction

A..  Submittal of Draft Monitoring Report

1. The PI shall submit two copies of the Draft Monitoring Report (even if
negative) which describes the results, analysis, and.conclusions of all
phases of the Archaeological Monitoring Program (with appropriate
graphics) to MMC via the RE for review and approval within 90 days
following the completion of monitoring,

a. For significant archaeological resources encountered during

- monitoring, the Archaeological Data Recovery Program or Pipeline
Trenching Discovery Process shall be included in the Draft
Monitoring Report.

b. Recording Sites with State of California Department of Parks and
Recreation '

The PI shall be responsible for recording (on the appropriate Staté
of California Department of Park and Recreation forms-DPR 523 .
A/B) any significant or potentially significant resources
encountered during the Archaeological Monitoring Program in .
accordance with the City’s Historical Resources Guidelines, and
submitta] of such forms to the South Coastal Information Center
with the Final Monitoring Report.

.I\}

MMC shall return the Draft Monitoring Report to the PI via the RE for
revision or, for preparation of the Final Report. '

-

The PI shall submit revised Draft Monitoring Report to MMC via the RE
for approval.

L
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MMC shall provide written verification to the PI of the approved report.

MMC shall notify the RE or BI, as appropriate, of receipt of all Draft
Monitoring Report submittals and approvals.

B. Handling of Artifacts

1.

The PI shall be responsible for ensuring that all cultural remains collected
are cleaned and catalogued

The P1I shall be responsible for ensuring that all artifacts are analyzed to
identify function and chronology as they relate to the history of the area;
that faunal material is identified as to specws and that specialty studies are

‘completed, as appropriate.

C. Curation of artifacts: Accession Agreement and Acceptance Verification

1.

The PI shall be responsible for ensuring that all artifacts associated with
the survey, testing and/or data recovery for this project are permanently
curated with an appropriate institution. This shall be completed in
consultation with MMC and the Native American representatwe as
applicable. :

The PI shall submit the Accession Agreement and catalogue record(s) to
the RE or B as appropnate for donor 51gnature with a copy submitted to
MMC.

The RE or BI, as appropriate shall obtain signature on the Accession

- Agreement and shall returh to PI with copy submitted to MMC.

The PI shall include the Acceptance Verification from the curation
institution in the Final Monitoring Report submitted to the RE or BI and
MMC. '

D. Final Monitoring Report(s)

1.

The PI shall submit one copy of the approved Final Monitoring Report to
the RE or BI as appropriate, and one copy to MMC (even if negative),
within 90 days after notification from MMC of the approved report.

The RE shall, in no case, issue the Notice of Completion until receiving a
copy of the approved Final Monitoring Report from MMC which includes
the Acceptance Verification from the curation institution.

——
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PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Prior to Permit Issuance or Bid Opening/Bid Award

A. Land Development Review (LDR) Plan Check |

1.

Prior to permit issuance or Bid Opening/Bid Award, whichever is applicable, the
Assistant Deputy Director (ADD) Environmental designee shall verify that the
requirements for Paleontological Monitoring have been noted on the appropnate
construction documents.

B. Letters of Qualiﬁcation have been submitted to ADD

1.

Prior to Bid Award, the applicant shall submit a letter of verification to Mitigation
Monitoring Coordination (MMC) identifying the Principal Investigator (PI) for
the project and the names of all persons involved in the paleontological '
monitoring program, as defined in the City of San Diego Paleontology Guidelines.

MMC will provide a letter to the applicant confirming the qualifications of the PI
and all persons involved in the paleontological monitoring of the project.

Prior to the start of work, the applicant shall obtain approval from MMC for any

personnel changes associated with the monitoring program.

Prior to Start of Construction

A, Verification of Records Search

1.

The PI shall provide verification to MMC that a site specific records search has
been completed. Verification includes, but is not limited to a copy of a
confirmation letter from San Diego Natural History Museum, other institution or,
if the search was in-house, a letter of verification from the PI stating that the
search was completed.

The letter shall introduce any pertinent information concerning expectations and
probabilities of discovery during trenching and/or grading activities.

B. PI Shall Attend Precon Meetings

L

Prior to beginning any work that requires monitoring, the Applicant shall arrange
a Precon Meeting that shall include the PI, Construction Manager (CM) and/or
Grading Contractor, Resident Engineer (RE), Building Inspector (BI), if
appropriate, and MMC. The qualified paleontologist shall attend any
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grading/excavation related Precon Meetings to make comments and/or
suggestions concerning the Paleontological Monitoring program with the
Construction Manager and/or Grading Contractor.

a. If the PI 1s unable to attend the Precon Meeting, the Applicant shall -
schedule a focused Precon Meeting with MMC, the PI, RE, CM or BI, 1f
appropnate prior to the start of a;ny work that requires monitoring.

Acknowledgement of Responsibility for Curation {(CIP or Other Public Projects)
The applicant shall submit a Jetter to MMC acknowledging their responsibility for
the cost of curation associated with all phases of the paleontological monitoring
program.

Idehtify Areas to be Monitored

a. Prior to the start of any work that requires monitoring, the PI shall submit
a Paleontologjcal Momitoring Exhibit (PME) based on the appropriaie
construction documents (reduced to 11x17) to MMC for approval identifying

. the areas to be monitored including the delineation of gradmg/cxcavanon

Yimits.

b. The PME shall be based on the results of 2 site specific records search as
well as information regarding ex1st1ng known soil conditions (native or
formation). '

c. . MMC shall notify the PI that the PME has been approved.
When Monitoring Will Occur

a. Prior to the start of any work, the PI shall also submit a construction schedule
to MMC through the RE indicating when and where monitoring will occur,

b. The PI may submit a detailed letter to MMC prior to the start of work or
dunng construction requesting a modification to the monitoring program. This
request shall be based on relevant information such as review of final
construction documents which indicate conditions such as depth of excavation
and/or site graded to bedrock, presence or absence of fossil resources, etc.,
which may reduce or increase the potential for resources to be present.

Approval of PME and Construction Schedule

After approval of the PME by MMC, the PI shall submit to MMC written
authorization of the PME and Construction Schedule from the CM.
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During Construction

A Monitor Shall be Present During Grading/Excavation/Trenching

1.

The monitor shall be present full-time during grading/excavation/trenching
activities including, but not limited to mainline, laterals, jacking and receiving
pits, services and all other appurtenances associated with underground utilities as
i1dentified on the PME and as authorized by the CM that could result in impacts to
formations with high and/or moderate resource sensitivity at depths of 10 feet or
greater and as authorized by the construction manager.. The Construction
Manager is respons1ble for notifying the RE, P1, and MMC of changes to any
construction activities.

The monitor shall document field activity via the Consultant Site Visit Record
(CSVR). The CSVR’s shall be faxed by the CM to the RE the first day of
monitoring, the last day of monitoring, monthly (Notification of Monitoring
Compleiion), and 1n the case of ANY discoveries. The RE Snall forward copies
to MMC.

The PI may submit a detailed letter to the CM and/or RE for concurrence and
forwarding to MMC during construction requesting a modification to the
monitoring program when a field condition such as trenching activities that do not
encounter formational soils as previously assumed, and/or when unigue/unusuat
fossils are encountered, which may reduce or increase the potential for resources
to be present.

B. Discovery Notification Process

1

In the event of a discovery, the Paleontological Monitor shall direct the contractor

to temporarily divert trenching activities in the area of discovery and immediately
notify the RE or Bl, as appropriate.

The Monitor shall immediately notlfy the PI (unless Monitor is the PI) of the
discovery. :

The PI shall immediately notify MMC by phone of the discovery, and shal} also
submit written documentation to MMC within 24 hours by fax or email with
photos of the resource in context, if possible.

C. Determination of Significance

-1

The PI shall evaluate the significance of the resource.

a.  The Pishall immediately notify MMC by phone to discuss significance
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determination and shall also submit 2 letter to MMC indicating whether
additional mitigation is required. The determination of significance for
fossil discoveries shall be at the discretion of the PL

b. If the resource 1s significant, the PI shall submit a Paleontological
- Recovery Program (PRP) and obtain written approval of the program from
MMC, MC and/or RE. PRP and any mitigation must be approved by
MMC, RE and/or CM before ground disturbing activities in the area of
discovery will be allowed to resume.

(1). Note: For pipeline trenching projects only, the PI shall implement the
Discovery Process for Pipeline Trenching projects identified below
under “D.” -

c. -~ Ifresource is not significant (e.g., small pieces of broken common shell
fragments or other scattered common fossils) the PI shall notify the RE, or
. BI as appropriate, that a non-significant discovery has been made. The
Paleontologist shall continue to monitor the area without notification to
MMC unless a significant resource is encountered.

d. The PI shall submit a letter to MMC indicating that fossil resources will be
collected, curated, and documented in the Final Monitoring Report. The
letter shall also indicate that no further work is required.

(1) Note: For Pipeline Trenching Projects Only. Ifthe fossil discovery is
limited in size, both in length and depth; the information value is limited
and there are no unique fossil features associated with the discovery
area, then the discovery should be considered not significant.

(2); Note, for Pipeline Trenching Pfoj ects Only: If significance can not be
determined, the Final Monitoring Report and Site Record shall identify
the discovery as Potentially Significant.

D.  Discovery Process for Significant Resources - Pipeline Trenching Projects
The following procedure constitutes adequate mitigation of a significant discovery
encountered during pipeline trenching activities including but not limited to
excavation for jacking pits, receiving pits, laterals, and manholes to reduce impacts 1o
below a level of significance.

1. Procedures for documentation, curation and reporting

a. One hundred percent of the fossil resources within the trench alignment
and width shall be documented in-situ photographically, drawn in plan
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view (trench and profiles of side walls), recovered from the trench and
photographed after cleaning, then analyzed and curated consistent with
Society of Invertebrate Paleontology Standards. The remainder of the
deposit within the limits of excavation (trench walls) shall be left intact
and so documented. ,

b. The PI shall prepare a Draft Monitoring Report and submit to MMC via
the RE as indicated in Section VI-A. ‘

c. The PI shall be responsible for recording (on the appropriate forms for the
San Diego Natural History Museum) the resource(s) encountered during
the Paleontological Monitoring Program in accordance with the City’s -
Paleontological Guidelines. The forms shall be submitted to the San
Diego Natural History Museum and included in the Final Monitoring
Report.

d. The Final Monitoring Report shall include a recommendation for -
monitoring of any future work in the vicinity of the resource,

A. If night work is included in the contract

1.

When night work is included in the contract package, the extent and timing shall
be presented and discussed at the precon meeting.

The following procedures shall be followed.

a. No Discoveries

In the event that no discoveries were encountered during night work, The -

PJ shall record the information on the CSVR and submit to MMC via the
RE via fax by %am the following moming, if possible.

~ b. Discoveries

Al discoveries shall be processed and documented using the existing
procedures detailed in Sections I - During Construction.

c. Potentially Significant Discoveries
If the PI determines that a potentially ‘signiﬁcant discovery has been made,

the procedures detailed under Section Il - During Construction shall be
followed.



-
.
o
[T
(D)
e}

Page 28

d The PI shall immediately contact the RE and MMC, or by 8AM the

following morning to report and discuss the findings as indicated in
Section II-B, unless other specific arrangements have been made.

B. If night work becomes necessary during the course of construction

i.

2,

The Construction Manager shall notify the RE, or B, as appropriate, 2 minimum
of 24 hours before the work is to begin.

The RE, or BI, as appropriate, shall notify MMC immediately.

C. All other procedures described above shall apply, as appropriate.

Post Constructibn

AL Submittal of Draft Monitoring Report

1.

1.

3.

4.

The P1 shall submit two copies of the Draft Monitoring Report (even if negative) -

which describes the results, analysis, and conclusions of all phases of the
Paleontological Monitoring Program (with appropriate graphics) to MMC via the
RE for review and approval within 90 days following the completion of
monitoring, N

a. For significant palebntological resources encountered during monitoring, -
the Paleontological Recovery Program or Pipeline Trenching Discovery
Process shall be included in the Draft Monitoring Report. '

b. Recording Sites:with the San Diego Natural History Museum

The PI shall be responsible for recording (on the appropriate forms) any
significant or potentially significant fossil resources encountered during
the Paleontological Monitoring Program in accordance with the City’s
Paleontological Guidelines, and submittal of such forms to the San Diego
Natural History Museum with the Final Monitoring Report.

MMC shall return the Draft Monitoring Report to the PI via the RE for revision
or, for preparation of the Final Report.

The PI shall submit revised Draft Monitoring Report to MMC via the RE for
approval. ‘

MMC shall provide written verification to the PI of the approved report.
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5. MMC shall notify the RE or B, as appropriate, of receipt of all Draft Monitoring
. Report submittals and approvals.

B.  Handling of Fossil Remains

1. The PI shall be responsibie for ensuring that ai? fossil remains collected are
cleaned and catalogued.

C. Curation of artifacts: Deed of Gift and Acceptance .Vériﬁcation

1. The PI shall be responsible for ensuring that all fossil remains associated with the
monitoring for this project are permanently curated with an appropriate institution.

2. The PI shall submit the Deed of Gift and catalogue record(s) to the RE or B as
appropnate for donor signature with a copy submitted to MMC.

- 3. The RE or BI, as appropnate shall obtam 51gnature on the Deed of Glft and shall
remm to PT with copy submitted to MMC.

4. The PI shall include the Acceptance Verification from the curation institution in
the Final Monitoring Report submitted to the RE or BI and MMC.

D. Final Monitoring Report(s) ﬂ

1. The PI shall submit two copies of the Final Monitoring Report to MMC (even if
ncganvc) within 90 days after notlﬁcanon from MMC of the approved rcport

2. The RE shall, in no case, issue the Notice of Completion until receiving a copy of
the approved Final Monitoring Report from MMC Whlch inciudes the Acceptance
Verification from the curation institution.

VI.PUBLIC REVIEW DISTRIBUTION:
Draft copies or notice of this Mitigated Negative Declaration were distributed to:

Federal Government

Environmental Protection Agency (19)
United Stated Fish and Wilidlife Service (23)
Army Corps of Engineers (26)

State of California
Caltrans Planning (31)
California Department of Fish and Game, Don Chadwick (32)




QUl4s

oo
FAW]

California Department of Parks and Recreation (40)
State Clearinghouse (46)

. Regional Water Quality Control Board (44)
State Clearinghouse (87)

City of San Diego:

Council District 6, Councilmember Frye
Development Services Department
Engineering and Capital Projects Department
Planning Department

Branch Library (MS 17)

Historic Resources Board (87) -

Wetlands Advisory Board (171)

Park and Recreation Department (804A)

‘Other

Sierra Club (165A)

San Diego Audubon Society (167)
California Native Plant Society (170)
Center for Biological Diversity (176)
Citizens Coordinate for Century III (179)
Endangered Habitats League (182)

Dr. Jerry Schafer (208A)

South Coastal Information Center (210)

San Diego Archaeological Society (212)

San Diego Natural History Museum (213)

Save Our Heritage Organization (214)

Ron Christman (215)

Louis Guassac (215A)

San Diego County Archaeological Society (218)

Native American Heritage Commission (222)

Kumeyaay Cultural Repatriation Committee (225)
“Native American Distribution (Public Notice Only) (225A-R)

Mission Valley Center Association (328)

Hazard Center (328A)

Mary Johnson (328B)

Mission Valley Community Council (328C)

Union Tribune News (329)

Friends of the Mission Valley Preserve (330)

Mission Valley Unified Planning Organization (331)

Mr. Gene Kemp (332)

River Valley Preservation Project (334)

Presidio Park Council (370)
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VI RESULTS OF PUBLIC REVIEW:
() No comments were recetved during the public input period.

()} Comments were received but did not address the draft Mitigated Negative
Declaration finding or the accuracy/completeness of the Initial Study. No
response is necessary. The letters are attached.

(X) Comments addressing the findings of the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration
and/or accuracy or completeness of the Initial Study were received during the
public input period. The letters and responses follow.

Copies of the draft Mitigated Negative Declaration, the Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting
Program and any Initial Study materials are available in the office of the Land Development
Review Division for review, or for purchase at the cost of reproduction,

August 23. 2005
Date of Draft Report

Eileen Lower, Senior Planner

Development Services Department
: January 27. 2006

Date of Final Report

Analyst: SHEARER-NGUYEN



" Amold
Schwerzeregger
Qoverner

. . - “"\,G'N%
STATE OF CALIFORNIA -

Governar’s Office of Planning and Research £

Y

‘Btate Cleariﬁghuuse and Planning Unit

Sean Wﬂ:h -
Director

Scptember 26, 2005

B Shear?r—Nguyép -

" - Clty of San Diego
- 1222 First Averue, M5-501.

SanDlegu,CADHDl - L.

i _. Sub_[cct South M:ssmn Vullcy Tmnk Sewcr
+ BCH#: 2005041 140

‘Dearll Shea:e: Nguycn S . -

T’he Stale Clenrmghause suh:mtt:d the above named Mitigated Negative Du:hmhun tn sclccled state .
" agencies for review. On the enclosed Document Details chortpluue note that the Clearinghouse bas .

listed the state agencies that reviewed your document. The réview period closed on September 23, 2005,
1nd the comanents from thr. n-_qpnnd_mg mgeacy (ies) is (are) enclosed. If this cormnent packege i3 not in
order, p]case notify toe Siste Clean_nghumc immediately. Ploage refer lo thé project's tm—djgn State
C'l:annghousa pumber in fisture correspondence so lhnt we.may 1espond promptly;

: Please note tlmt S_cctmn 21104(6) of the California Public Ra_scmtces dee states that:

YA m@cmsibie or other public agency shall only make substaative commicnts regarding those ’ . 1.

sctivities involved in a profect which are within an arza of expertisz of the agency or which'are
required to be carrded out or appmvtd by the sgency. Those comnmeats shall be suppoﬁed by
specific documeplation.” i

 These comments are forwarded For use in preparing your figal eavitonmenta] dosumdat, Skould you need

mote information 6r clarification of tha enclosed comments, we mcounmnd that you cantact the -

conunenting ageacy d.ucctly

Thrs letter acknowdedges ﬂxat you have contplied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for draft
environmental documents, prrsuant to the Califomia Eovironmental Quality Act, Please contact the State:
Clearinghouse st {916} 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the envirommeutal review process.

Smcerely,

oy Bt

Director, State Clearinghouse

. Enclosures
o Respurces Apency

1400 TENTH STREET P,0.BOZ 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIPORNIA SEB12-3044
"TEL {916) 4450618 FAX (018)823.3038  wwrw.opr.ea gov

W‘*

Response 1o State Clearinghouse letter fov the South Misston ‘}l“l} Tronk Sewer Project
Project No. 21528

Comment noted. The comment Jetter provided by CALTRANS has been included.



Environmental Review Commaittee

10 September 2005

To: Ms. Elizabeth Shearer-Nguyen
Development Services Department .
City of San Diego
1222 First Avenue, Mail Station 501
San Diego, Califoriia 92101

Subject: Draft Mitigated Nepative Declaration
South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer
Project No. 22528

Dear Ms. Shearer-Nguyen:

1 have reviewed the subject DIMIND on behalf of this committee of the San Diego County
Archacological Society. .

Based on the information contained in the DMND and initial study, and the culturai
resources study for the project, we have the following cormments:
t. Ibelieve Brian F. Smith and Associates excavated a portion of the village of
Cosoy site in the late 1970°s or early 1980°s. That work does not seem 1o appear 2.
in the references for the cultural resources report for this project: Unless I've
missed it, the report for that effort should be obtained from Brian F. Smith and
Associales and integiated into the current report.
2. There are several other archaeological investigations that have ocowrred in the

project area and vicinity in the few years since the cultural resources report for 3.
this pm]ect was prepared. They should also be reviewed prior to proceeding on
this project.

3. Please confirm the site trinomial for the “Old Town Bridge Burn Ash™ site.
Presumably it has been recorded since the report for the current project was | 4.

prepared. If it hasa™, the City will need te follow up with the archasclogist for
the project which led to its discovery.

4. Please address the potential for tunmeling operations adjacent fo Presidio Hill to
cause indirect impacts to the Presidio Site. The concern is that the excavation
operations below the hill could cause slippage from the somewhat precarions 5.
hillside asbove. Ultimately, the City needs to address the long-term stability of the
kil above the road cul. As a side cornment, Figure 1-6 in the cultural resources

P.0. Box B1106 = San Diego, CA 92138-1106 » (858) 538-0935

San Diego County Archaeological Society, Inec.

Respam to $2n Diege Covnty Archorologleal Society, Inc. better for the South Mission \v’nllcy Trunk Sewer Project
Project No. 22528

2, In respense to this comment, additionat research was conducted by qualified City staff
which inciuded review of record search information from the Califomia Historic
"Resources Information System (CHRIS) digital database provided to the City of San
Diego under the Sonth Coastal Information Center (SCIC) CHRIS Partnership
Agreement and archacological reporis within the project vicinity. Additional research in
Land Development Review (LDR) Archaeology Library confirmed that two reports were
prepared by Brian F. Smith and Associates for the Altas Hotels Specific Plan (LDR# 84-
0129) in 1984 and 1986. Allhough it is unclear why this report reference was not
included in the SCIC Record Search for the cuarent study, the archacological consultant
did review the original site form for SDI-4675 and provided recommendations for
moniloring alorig the tmnk scwer alignment in this area, Additional information from
these reparts is provided belaw.

The Culiural Resources Assessment (May 1984) and Excavation Summary Report
{November 1986) evaluated eight parcels in Mission Valley between Interstate 5 and
State Route 163 on north and south sides of Interstate B, Three of the parcels were located
along Hotel Circle North and the remaining 5 were located along Hotel Circle South. The
portion of the assessment relevant to the current project is related to SDI-4675(SDMM-
W-1137), AKA the “Browa Site,” which was originally discovered by Richard Gadler in
1975 and subsequently recorded by Dr. James Moriarty at the San Diego Museum of
Man in 1976. According to the Smith study, the excavations of the Brown Site (totally
within the boundaries of Parcet 2) condncted in 1977 by the University of San Diego,
under the direction of Dr. Momarty included appmxunately 50% of the site ares and over
60% of the area available for study. The stody further comeluded that roughly 30% of the
archaealogical site existed under the house and parking lot that remained on the site at the
time; end that the sample from the coltural deposit was considered sufficient to constitute
a successfil data recovery program. Although the site had been previously disturbed due
to construction related activities altering the stratigraphic record, the Brown Site was still
considered a unique resource as defined by CEQA.

Although the Brown Site may remain below the existing building and parking lot
improvements, based on a personal communication with Brian F. Smith (January 2006},
the 1977 excavation program did not extend into the developed public right-of-way and it
'is unknown whether intact portious of the site still remuin within the proposed trunk
sewer alignment. Althongh a pre-trenching testing program is not required, there is a
potential for prehistoric resources to be encountered during trenching aclivities and
microtunneling in the vicinity of SDI-4675. Therefore, in accordance with the Public
Resources Code Section 21083.2, CEQA Section 15064.5, and the City's Historical
Resources Guidelines, the monitoring prograr identified in Section V of the MND
provides adequate mitigation te reduce potential impacts to unknown archaeological
resources 10 below a level of significance.
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Response to San Pege Cornly Archizolopical Society, Inc. letier for the Scutl Mission ¥zlley Frunk Sewer Frn]:t_“_t_)

Prejert Mo, 22528 C-;
L

According to the Cuitural Resources Study prepared by Nina Hastis (June 2003), e
nineteen studies have previousiy been conducted within the proposed project Area of oo
Potential Effect (APE) dating back to 1968 (Ezell, San Diego Presidio Site). These
studies are documented in Table A of the Harris Report. In addition, a site specific o
Records Search (1/4 mile) was conducied at the SCIC which resulted in the identification
of sixleen recorded sites a3 documented in Table B of the report. In response lo
comments received during public review, additional research was cenducted by qualified
City staff which included review of record search information from the CHRIS digital
database provided to the City of San Diege under the S5C{C CHRIS Parinership
Agreement and recent archaeological reports within the project vicinity. Research
confirmed that while oae archacological resources inventory and survey was prepared for
an adjacent project in February 2004 (Project No. 40{17 ~ Qcean Beach/Hotel Circle
Place Bikeway), no new sites have been recorded in the vicinity which would invalidate
the analysis conducted by City stafl or the archaeclogical consultant. See also Response
to Comment 5 below. . :

Comment acknowledged. The Old Town Bum Ash site was identified by City Staff
during a routine inspection of an existing burn ash site. Specific information regarding
the focation of the bumn ash site was provided to the archaeological consultant by City
stalf for the purposes of determining whether the propesed project would impact the site
srea. The site hes not been formally recorded with SCIC. City staff will follow-up with
recordation of the burmn ash site which is a separate action from the current project.

According to the constiuction documents, the proposed alignment is located
approximately 12 feet north of the centerline for Taylor Street and approximately 45-90
feet (narrowest to widest point) from the City’s Right-of-Way at the base of Presidio Hill.
The 30”x 30" proposed jacking pits for the project are located approximately 16-24 feet
west of the centerline for Taylor Street and 70-90 feet from the City ROW at the base of
Presidic Hill. Micro-tumneling in the area of Presidio Hill would be at a depth of
approximately 30 feet. The potentiai for tunneling activities to result in vibralions
causing slope failure would not occnr based on the depth of the alignment and distance
from the base of Presidie Hill. Figure 1-6 from the cultura) resources repott has been
recopied and atlached &5 requested.

Subsequent to the winter 2005 rains, the City Park & Recreation Departiment contracted
with Leighton Consulting, Ine. to conduct a limited geotechnical evaluation of the Taylor
Street bluif relative to the north wing archaeological site and Serra Museum building
within Presidio Park. The Leighton report concluded that the major factor influencing the
bluif stability and risk inclnde the presence of existing failures, a veneer of loose surficial
soils, vegetation, drainage, and the close proximity of improvements at the bluff top and
toe. The report further concluded that significant rainfall would result in future slope
failures that would likely impact the Marsion Wal} and adjacent walkway, the existing
guardrail, and Taylor Street below.



report, which covers that portion of the project alignment, is defective in the capy
sent to SDCAS. It was photocopied without being unfolded,

5. Due to the sensitivity of the sites along the project alignment, it should be
emphasized that archaeclogical monitors are to be present at all times that
excavation is underway. In other words, if the monitor has to leave the
excavation site for any reason, excavation in all areas must stop. ‘;l:_hj@_'_gjga;(m]l_,
require multiple monitors, and defipitely will require g]nse&than—usua{‘evsrsjgl

6. WeRagEEst that the project archacotogist for the monitoring determine the present
lacation of the collections from previous archaeclogical investigations along the 7.
project alipnment, both for her/his own research purposes and ta include in the
monitoring report for the current project.

Thank you for providing these documents to SDCAS and including us in the public

review of this project.
Sincerely,
1es W, Royle, Jr., Chat on :
Emnmnmcqtal Review Committee -
cc: Harris Archaeological Consulleat =
SDCAS President
File

F.0. Box 81108 » San Diego, GA 82138-1106 » {858) 538-0935

Resposse to San Diego Codnty Archaeclopical Socety, Tne fetter far the Soath Mlusion Yalley Tronk Sewer Project

Project Ny, 31528

(continued from previous page} In addition, sccording to the geotechnical evaluation, the

factor of safety of the biuff whigh inciudesy the Serra Museum and North Wing
archaeofogical site is below the currently accepted factor of safety for new copstruction.
Additional failures of the blu{T face would cause additional concern. Therefore, based on
the above conclusions, the Leighton Report recommended the foliowing conceptual slope
stabilization measures to the City Purk and Recreation Depariment: 1) catchment wall at
bluff toes; 2) stabilization of the hiuff face; and/or 3) stabilization of the bluff 1op. -
Although these recommmended measures are presented here in response to comments,
implementation of them is not the responsibility of the proposed project applicaat. It
should be noted however, that the Park and Recreation Department is currently in the
process of pursuing fimding sources in order to implement the secommended slope
stabilization measures presented above,

Comment acknowledged. The Preconstruction Meeting section of the Mitigation,
Muonitoring and Reporting Program provides a mechanism for the Principal Investigator
(P} to identify ereas within the project alignment that wilf require monitoring. This
determination will be based on a site specific record search and any other Ficlars such as
preximity to a high sensitivity area. Additionally, the PI will have the ability to request a
modification te the monitoring program which may reduce or increase the monitoring
along & particular segment of the alignment. The request must be based on relevant
information and would be reviewed by quah.ﬁcd staff before any modifications to the
program are allowed.

Comment noted. This mfnrmauon will be conveyed to the Principal lnvestigator for the
consulting firm that ultimately conducls the monitoring program.

J
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From: DSDEAS DSDEAS . ’ Response to Jamte Cleland Ienzr‘:‘nr ll: f‘nullhl:;:ﬂnn Valley Trunk Sewer Project -
To: Shearar-Nguyen, Etizabeth . roject Nov o
Date: 9/13/2005 9:04:21 AM : -
Subjest: Fwedd: MND for the South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer ’ s
>
- o
i i i ion i i indicate that polential -
>>>"Jamle Clefand” <ClelandJ@edaw.com:> 08/09/05 2:25 PM >>> : 8. .n is unclear frzm tius !::mlmnent what mf]izlrmalt:m m_tl.ac]?r‘;gt tobmldlca e]amve] [[,)f[ QU
| belisve | was sent this document for review due to my position on the u:up§cls to ar.c e rssFumcs could 1o . c‘mJ ,lga c' 0 below a .
San Diego Presidlo Park Council (SOPPC). | have reviewed the document - significance in sccordance with CEQA, the City’s Historical Resources Regulation and
as a professional archaeologist with ever 25 years of axperience In Historical Resources Guidelines.
condudting Kisterical resource impact studias under CEQA. My comments . - .
2;: TY own and do nol necessarlly reflect tha views of tha SBPPG or m ) 9. The Cultural Resources Study prepared by Nina Hasris inciuded more details about the
ployer. - ' archaeolopical sites that could be encounteréd during construction of the proposed
. 1. | believe the document does net provide enough Infonmatlon for 3 . ) project. However, a brief description of each site in proximity to the prOpDSBC! nllg_m:nenl
member of the interesied public to understand why the identifed impacts 2. : is provided below as requested. P-37-019194 is the location of a significant historie
are mitigated below the threshold of siginificance, ‘ | deposit that was encountered during pipeline trenching for a sewer aligrenent afong
2. Specifically, the document identiies diract or indirect impacts lo . ; Taylor Street. As a result of thfat .dISCOVB.r)', the cxjs_tmg connection was capped, the
four recorded historical tesource sites, bul it does nat discksse any 9. trench backﬁI‘lcd and the remeining portion of the site prescrvcdlbe]o'w the street. The
informatlon about the qualittes that might maka three of these siles planned pipeline project along Taylor Street was not completed in this area. Site SDI-
slgnficant. The MND states lhat an Aschaectogical Data Recavery Program 11055 is kmown as the Texas Streel type site and has six loci of which four (B, C, D and
will be implemented but gives no spacifications as 1o ihe extent of wark E) are located adjacent to the east end of the project. The site loci are described on the
mi: wuuldlbe ;]dUdfd' Hena, itis impossible to judge whelher the- site form as having “soils/fire cracked rock™ and no associated artifacts. SDI-14152isa
mitigation I adequale. . " N .
prehistoric shell scatter known as the Heron Site and was tested and recorded in 1996 by
3. The MND indicates the potenlial for encountering historical ASM Affiliates, Inc. The site was encountered 10 feet beneath the surface during
r?sloun‘-,]eslomn Taylor ?t‘re‘el adj:_cz::: lu[:l;e Ro‘y:xl Prasgd;:;sileganri constriction grading and is noled on the site form to be located with the Village of
slates that ihe project is immediately adjacem lo site P-37-018134, T H i ardin -
which is stalad to be a Sparish ars historic deposit that was 10, . ‘ Sg;oy. See Response to Comment No. | above for additional information reg, g SDl
encoyuntered during previcus pipaline construction on Teyler Streel. | 5.
waould note that Spanish era sites are especially rare and lhat this : .
slte s prabably associated with a National Historfe Landmark {the ] 10. Comment acknowledged. Monitoring is required for the majority of the project
highast fevel of significance recognized wilhin the U.5.J. Accordingly, alignment. Also see Response to Corument No. 4 which addresses the distance of the
|[t) ::::"e‘;'g ta affarded a high level of significance within the planning . proposed jacking pits end tunneling beneath Taylor Street with respect to the San Diego
: Presidio Archacological site.
4. The proposed mitigallon on Taylor Street appears to be to monitor . - . :
boring tailings in this vicinity. | guestion that boring in this - 11.  An Archaeological Data Recovery Program (ADRP), as detailed on Page 10 in Section
localion is the appropriate canstruction lechnique, given the potential 1, - V-Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program of the MND is required at the planned
slgnficance of the rasources there. Witen g project could impact # ‘ mankole locations along Taylor Street in the atea of Site P-37-019194. The ADRP
Wighly significant resource vat Is koown o exist prior o . . R . d . ;
sonslruction, sither the resource should be avoided o preconstruction - ) involves the hand excavat‘]o_n of one test ugit a.t the planned manhale Io.catmns along )
archaeological testing and/or data recovery should be implemented. Taylor Strest (below Presidio Park)in ten centimeter levels, and screening of all materials
. o ’ through stapdard eighth-inch mesh. Should resources be encountered during the ADRP,
5. E‘_'f?" with P"-’-‘!:g':5‘”—“3“0“|m"’9|5"j"°"- 'fl_‘-‘-“ |""r|]331?l “—"[: S“B_tF'f T!Hl-i 12 all work would be diverted from ihe discovery area, evalvated for significance and
significance would to oceur, | would question whether the mitigaticon is . e : -
adequate o reduce e impact ta below the GEQA significance (reshals. . additionat measures implemented to reduce further fmpacts to below a level of

significance. City Archaeological stafl'is confident that the ADRP is adequate mitigation

. to reduce potential impacis to historical resources in accordance with City regulalions and
6. Tha Cily should reconsider its projec! design in the Taylor Sireet 13. CEQA. ’
area. . °

Thank you for the opportunity t6 comment,


mailto:ClelandJ@edaw.com

This page left blank lntentionally

Respense to Jamie Clefand letter for the Sonth Misslon Valley Trunk Sewer Projeed
Praject No. 12528

Although the remaining portion of P-37-019194 beneath Ta);[or Street is considered

" significant pursuanl to CEQA and City regulations, it is nof included within the National

Historic Landmark (L) boundaries established for the Presidio Archaeological sile as
defined by the National Park Service. In order for the NHL boundary to be expanded to
include P-37-019194 additional rescarch and documentation wonld be required. Thas
effort is 0ot a part of the proposed trunk sewer project. However, should new information
be oblained as a result of tho ADRP in this area, City stafT wili consult with NPS
regarding expansion of the NHL boundary.

Comment noted. The proposed trunk sewer project originally called for open trenching a
minimum of 20 feet below Taylor Street in the vicinity of P-37-019194, However, after
consultation with City erchaeclogical staff an alterzative construction method was
employed and the project redesigned to avoid direct impacts lo the archaeological site.
The redesigned western terminus remains adjacent to P-37-019194, but the trunk sewer
pipelines will now be installed using a tunneling methed that wonld place the pipes at a
depth of 20 feet betow surface in order 1o avaid subsurface archaeclogical resources. In
addition, please refer (o Response to Comment No. 4 which describes the distance of the
tunneting operatioa from the City public Right-of-Way and the base of Presidio Hill.

¥



~ETATEGE CALTORIGA—BUS " ~RAHSPOETATION AND BIOSISIING AGENCY,

DEPARTMENT O ANSPORTATION
District 1. 829 fuan Street

P. Q. BOX 85-.% MS. 50

San Diego, CA 92110-2799

PHONE (619) §88-6954

Flex your power!

FAX (619)658-4299 - . Beenergy efficicart
September 22, 2005 i 11-8D-008 (+15/805/1613/5)
PM var.

Ms. Elizabeth Shearer-Nguyen

City of San Dicgo Develepment Services Dept.
1227 First Ave,, MS-501

San Diego, CA 921014155

RE: South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer — MND (SCH 2005081140)

To Ms. Shearer-Nguyen:

The California Department of Transportation {(Caltrans) appreciates the opportunity to review
the Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer
project, which passes along Interstate 8 (I-8) through Mission Valley crossing Inferstates 15,
805, and 5 (I-15, I-805, & I-5) as well as Stale Route 163 (SR-163). We have'the following
conmiments.

Any work performed within Caltrans Right of Way (RFW} will require an encroachment
pemmit, Inprovement plans for construction within Caltrans R/W must include: typical cross
seclions, adequate structural sectiom, traffic handlivg plans, and signing and striping plans
stamped by a professional engineer.  Also, for those portions of the project within the
Depariment's R/W, (he permit application must be stated in both English and Metric units
{Metric first, with Engiish in parentheses). Addition3l information regarding encroachment
permits may be obtained by contacting the Calttans Permits Office at (619) 688-6158. Early
coordination with Caltrans is strongly advised for all encroachment permits.

~ Furthermore, any work or improvements within Caltrans R/W must be included io the
project’s environmental studies, The developer is responsible for quantifying environmental
impacts of the improvements (project level  anaiysis) and completing all appropriate
mitigation measures for those impacts. The indirect effects of any mitigation within Caltrans
R/W must also be addressed. The developer is responsible for procuring any necessary
permits of approvals for improvements from the appropriate segelatory / fresource agencies.

Prior to or concurrent with the encroachment permit application, tite applicant will need to
provide a detailed, typical cross-section of the proposed {vench{es). Excavalions deeper than
two feet {2') within Caltrans R/W mmust be protected with temporary K-railing. Appropniate
crash cushions must protect lhe exposed end of the temporary K-railing which faces

“Caitrens improves mobilin rorosy Caiifornin™

14,

14

Respense lo Diepartment of Transportation Ittter for the South Mission Yaltey Truak Sewer Project -
Projfect No. 22528 (i

Comment noted. A copy of the letter has been forwarded to the applicant Department in
order for them to complete the encroachment permit process through Caltrans. The
segments of the alignment crossing Interstate 8 will be construsted by micro-turmeling.
All environmental issues assoctated with this construction technique have been addressed
within the MND. In addition, applicant is required to implement a traffic control play in
accordance with the contract documents and specifications.



Ms. Elizabeth Shearer-Nguyen

September 22, 2005
Page 2. o~
: o
C:J
o

oncoming traffic. Refer to the Callrans Standard Plans July 1999 edition and the Caltrans ot
Standard Plans July 1999 Firatum No. 99-1 edition, sheets T1-T5. All trenches and ‘

excavatiofis must be back-filled or steet plated outside the working hows to restore traffic to ~ ’

normmal conditions. The general work. area snust be kept clean and hazard-fiee during

construction. All excavated materials must be well contaied, '

All work proposed within Caltrans R/W requires lane and shoulder closure charts. Request i
the charts fiem the District Traffic Manager, Camille Abou-Fadel, o* (858) 467-4328. Refer 14.

to the State of California, Department of Transportstion, Standard Plans, July 2000, sheels continued
TL0-T14, All roadway features (e.g., signs, pavement delineation, roadway surface, etc))

within Caltrans R/W must be protected, rogintained in a temporary condition, andfor restored.

Traffic Control Plans are required for a complete review prior to construction, The plans
shall be in accerdance with the Department's Manual of Traffic Controls for Construction
and Maimntenance Work Zones [1996 (rev. 2) edition]. Traffic restrictions and pedestrian / ’ . ; . .
bicycle detours may also need to be addressed. Caltrans District 11 Utilities Branch shouid o . This page Ifn blauk intentioually
also review the proposed project.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this project proposal. If you have questions
reganding the Department's comments, please contact Brent McDonald at (619) 683-6819.

Sincerely,

Ao~ A

£ MARIO H. ORSO, Chicf
Developiient Review Branch

cc: BMcDonald  Planning MS-30
EGojuangco  Traffic Ops MBS-55
Jivarkey . Permits MS-44 '
SMorgan State CleaningHouse {SCH) : '

" Carlirring improvet mobitity #ovcy Colifornia™



From: “Randy Berkman® <jrb223@hotmall.com>
To: <DSDEAS@sandiego.gov>

Date: 9/11/2005 11:56:59 AM

Subject; Project No. 22528/SCH No. pending

Mission Valley SEWER LINE exiensfon
Mitigated Negalive Declaration

| recall corminenting oa this project’s prior MND. Pleasa reprint my comments
alang with City replies.

Who recommended recircutating the MND and why?

My maln concem is wildlife protection and appreciate that i issue is being
addressed.

To avaid hreatened or endangered specles impacts, why nol simply avoid
construction during their nesting seasens?

AS has been stated previously by myself and 1he USD Eavironmental Law
Clinic, using an averaging of hourty decibels (ax proposed) does not raally
protect birds from predators. Wiidlife biologists have slated that

ptedators may prey on endangerad species if nolse Is high enotgh to bleck
out {heir warnings to each other. In other wards, a polentlal significant
Impact has NOT been mitigaled.

The 80 dbl. average hnurly warmning would allow massive knpacts fnr part of

an heur as long as the average hourly output of noise was 60 dbl {attainable

iy stopping construction for part of the hour), Such "mifigation” is

Inadequate because it does not really protect from nelses 100 dbl or higher!
Even noise walls would probably nol reduce such noises to below

significant because Jackhammers {woutd they be used?) are annayingly audible

even |n buildings wilh windows closed—which Is almost ceriainly rora

Insulalion than a noise wall.

In other words, what would he expected habitat noise of a jackhammer be
even with a noisa wall In place?

Randy Berkman

CC: <peugh@licox.net>

15.

16.

17

18.

17.

13,

Response to Randy Berlman fetter for the South Misston Valley Truak Sewer Project
Profect No. 12528

LS
<
This.is the first time the MND for this project has been distributed for public review. <
Staff is upcertain what previous project and/or comments are being referred to; ""ﬁcoh

As stated in response number 14, this is the first time the MND for this psoject has been I3\
circulated for public review.

The mitigation measures within the MND are written to provide the applicant department
with the option to cither construet outside for the breeding season (with no noise
mitigation requirements) or within the breeding season {requiring compliance with the
noise mitigation).

The biological noise mitigation measures were developed in coordination with the
California Department of Fish and Game and the U.8. Fish and Wildlife Service pursuant
to the 1997 buplementing Agreement between the City of San Diego and those apencies.
The noise mitigation measures outlined within the Mitigated Negative Declaration would
be conducted pursuant 1o the protocol survey guidelines established by the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service and is consislent with management directives for covered species
developed in the City of San Diego Multiple Species Conservation ngra.m Subarea Plan
and the City"s Biological Guidelines.

The Mitigated Negative Declaration states that no clearing, grubbing, grading, or other
construction activities shall occur during the breeding seasons for the Coastal California
gnatcatcher (between March | through August 15), Least Bell's Vireo (between March
15 through September 15), and the southwestern Willow Flycatcher (between May 1 and
September }) until certain requirement have been met to the City’s satisfaction. A
qualified biologist shall conduct a survey in those areas subject to noise levels exceeding
60dBA hourly average. Should it be determined that the aforementioned avian species
are present, then the applicant will be required to implement attenuation measures that
would ensure that ndise levels do not exceed the 60 dBA hourty at he edge of the habitat.
Additionally, the applicant would be required o have an acquisition (approved by the
City) conduct an analysis two days per week showing that the construction activities are
not exceeding the 60 dBA hourly average.

With respect to raptors, should the site support nests and nesting raptors (between
Februaty | through September 15) during construction activities, compliance with the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act would preclude potential for direct impacts. The applicant
would be required to conduet preconstruction surveys to determine presence of active
raptor nests within the development area duning the breeding season and if active nests
are detected, the biologist in consultation with EAS staff shall establish a species
appropriate noise buffer zone in order to preciude any indirect noise impacts.
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City of San Diego

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT
LAND DEVELOPMENT REVIEW DIVISION
1222 First Avenue, Mail Station 501

San Diego, CA 92101

(619) 446-5460

SUBJECT:

UPDATE:

INITIAL STUDY
Project No. 22528
SCH No. Pending

SOUTH MISSION VALLEY TRUNK SEWER: COUNCIL APPROVAL of Capital
Improvement Project No. 40931.0 for the replacement and new construction of
approximately 21,182 lineal feet (LF) and the abandonment of 12,830 LF of

- existing trunk sewers and sewer main. Scope of work also includes associated

improvements such as laterals, manholes, and related improvements within
portions of Taylor Street, under Interstate 8, Hote] Circle Place, Hotel Circle
North, Hotel Circle South, under State Route 163, Camino del Rio South, under
Interstate 805, Mission Center Drive, Interstate Route 5, Camino de ia Reina,
Camino del Rio North, Camino del Arroyo, and under State Rout 15. The

project is located within the Mission Valley Community planning area of the

City and County of San Diego, California. Applicant: City of San Diego,
Engineering and Capital Projects Department, Water & Sewer Design Division

Minor revisions to this document have been made when compared to the

.. draft Mitigated Negative Declaration. The changes do not affect the

environmental analysis or conclusions of this document. All revisions are
shown in a strikethrouch and/or underline format.

L PURPOSE AND MAIN FEATURES:

The proposed Capital Improvement Project (CIP No. 40931.0), is subject to City
Council approval for the replacement and new construction of approximately 21,182
lineal feet (LF) and abandonment of approximately 12,830 LF of existing trunk sewers
and sewer main. Scope of work also includes associated improvements such as
laterals, manholes, and related improvements within portions of Taylor Street, under
Interstate 8, Hotel Circle Place, Hotel Circle North, Hotel Circle South, under State
Route 163, Camino del Rio South, under Interstate 8035, Mission Center Drive,
Interstate Route 5, Camino de la Reina, Camino del Rio North, Camino del Arroyo, and
under State Rout 15. Pipes would be replaced utilizing open trench construction and
trenchless technologies such as jack and bore and micro- tunneling. In some areas the
trenching would be deeper than the existing lines and in some areas lines would be
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replaced-in place. The replaced sewer mains would be eight and ten inches in diamneter
with the new trunk sewer being 24, 36, and 42 inches in diameter. Trench widths

- would vary from three feet to fifteen feet depending on the size of the pipe to be
installed. The replacement sewer main would be approximately 10, 24, 36, and 42
inches in diameter.

During the construction phase of the project, it is estimated that work hours would be
between 8:30 a.m. and 3:30 p.m., Monday through Friday. The contractor would
comply with the requirements in the Standard Specifications for Public Works
Construction. Construction materials would be stored in the related streets as work
progresses. A traffic control plan would be prepared and implemented in accordance
with the City of San Diego Standard Drawings Manual of Traffic Conirol for
Construction and Maintenance Work Zones.

'ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING:

The project area is located north of Hotel Circle South, east of Interstate 5, west of
Mission Center Road and south of Friars Road within the Mission Valley Community
planning area (Figure 1). Topography of the area is relatively flat, with surface elevation
ranging from approximately 10 feet above mean sea level in the west to approximately 50
feet above MSL in the east. The surrounding land uses in the vicinity of the project
include residential, commercial and office uses. The project would be located within the
street rights-of-way. The abandonment portion of the project is within the San Diego
River area which is located within the City of San Diego's Multi-Habitat Planning Area

(MHPA). | -
ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS: See attached Initial Study checklist.
DISCUSSION: ' | J

The project files and reports referred to below are available for public review on the Fifth
Floor of the Development Services Department, Land Development Review Division,

1222 First Avenue, San Diego, CA 92101.

During the environmental review of the project, it was determined that construction
could potentially result in significant but mitigable impacts in the following area(s).

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

As pfeviously discussed within the Project Description section, the project proposes the
replacement of approximately 21,182 LF and the abandonment of 12,830 LF of existing
trunk sewers and sewer main. Approximately 3,204 LF of abandonment work would
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occur within the San Diego River area. The sewer line was realigned in the final design
to be located south of Interstate 8, therefore not impacting sensitive vegetation.

A biological report was prepared by HDR, dated June 2003, in order to assess the
vegetation communities and identify potential biological impacts of the proposed project.

- The biological reconnaissance was conducted to evaluate the potential biological and
Jurisdictional constraints of the South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer replacement project.
The study area includes portions of the San Diego River and upland areas including
roads, road shoulders, parking lots, and areas with ornamental vegetation. The project
site hies within the boundaries of the City's Multiple Species Conservation Plan (MSCP) -
Subarea, and the majority of the project is mapped as being developed and other portions
are mapped as open space (Presido Park and the San Diego River). In addition, a portion
of the abandonment would take place within the San Diego River area which is located
within the Multi-Habitat Planning Area (MHPA).

The project area includes eight habitat types. Wetlands habitats include appmx{mately
21.6 acres of Southern Riparian Scrub (which inéludes mule fat serub and southern

~ cottonwood riparian forest) arid 3.19 acres of open water/stream course. Upland habitats
within the project area include approximately 0.51 acre of coastal sage scrub,0.09 acre of
non-native annual grassland, 2.91 acres of eucalyptus woodland, and 0.36 acre of ruderal.
Other habitats mapped within the project area are approximately 4.7 acres of ornamentals

and 93.88 acres of developed lands.

- A portion of the existing line that would be abandoned, approximately 2,649 LF of a 30-
inch line and approximately 555 LF of a 12-inch sewer line, is located within the San
Diego River riparian area which is within the City of San Diego’s- MHPA. The
abandonment work in the sensitive biological area would be accessed and conducted from
an existing eight-foot wide access road. The concrete slurry would be brought to the
manholes by hose with the concrete trucks parking outside of the environmentally
sensitive area of the San Diego River. The selected manholes would then be filled with
sand and the covers welded closed. '

Because of the project’s proximity to and within the MHPA, the project would be
required to compliance with the MSCP in accordance with the General Planning Policies
and Design Guidelines (Section 1.4.2) and the Land Use Adjacency Guidelines (Section
1.4.3) if the City of San Diego MSCP Subarea Plan (March 1997). The specific measures
the project would take to-be in compliance with these guidelines is discussed below in the
Land Use — MSCP discussion.

Aithough California gnatcatchers, Jeast Bell’s vireo, and the southwestern willow
flycatcher have not been detected on-site, if construction is scheduled to take place
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adjacent to the MHPA during the breeding season, a biologist would be required to
conduct protocol surveys to determine the presence and/or absence of these species prior
to construction. If the survey is negative, no further mitigation would be required. If the
survey is positive, mitigation in the form of temporary noise barriers would be required.
In addition, project construction would not result in drainage and/or toxics being released
within the MHPA. All staging areas would be located in either developed areas or street
rights- of—way

In addition, the eucalyptus woodiand habitat has the potential to be utilized by raptors for
perching and/or nesting sites. Direct impacts to nesting raptors would be avoided through
compliance with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. Noise impaets to nesting raptors would
be avoided duning the breeding season through preconsn'uctlon surveys and adherence to
appropriate noise buffer zone restrictions.

Based upon the proposal and the required compliance with biological resources
mitigation measures contained in Section V of the MND, the proposal has been found
consisient with the MHPA tand use adjacency guideiines of the City of San Diego MSCE
Subarea Plan and all impacts would reduced to below a level of significance.

HISTORICAL RESOURCES (ARCHAEOLOGY)

Many areas of San Diego County, including mesas and the coast, are known for intense
and diverse prehistoric occupation and important archaeological and historical resources.

- The region has been inhabited by various cultural groups spanning 10,000 years or more.
The project area is located within an area identified as sensitive on the City's Historical
Resources Sensitivity Maps. In addition, several previously recorded historic and
prehistoric sites have been identified in the project vicinity. Based on this information, a
review by City staff of archaeological maps in the Land Development Review Resources
Library indicated that archaeological resources have been identified in the vicinity of the
proposed project site. In addition, a portion of the project site is Jocated within the San
Diego River area and has a high potential for historical resources. Based on this
information, there is a potential for buried cultural resources to be impacted through
implementation of the project. In addition, within the construction corridor, several
sections of new trenching for sewer main would have the potential to impact historical
resources by excavating in previously undisturbed soils.

The purpose and intent of the Historical Resources Regulations of the Land Development
Code (Chapter 14, Division 3, Article 2) is to protect, preserve and, where damaged,
restore the historical resources of San Diego. The regulations apply to all proposed
development within the City of San Diego when historical resources are present on the
premises. CEQA requires that before approving discretionary projects the Lead Agency
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must identify and examine the significant adverse environmental effects which may result
from that project. A project that may cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource is a project that may have a significant effect on the
environment (Sections 15064.5(b) and 21084). A substantial adverse change is defined
as demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration activities which would impair
historical significance (Sections 15064.5(b)(1) and 5020.1). Any historical resource
listed in or eligible to be listed in the California Register of Historical Resources,
including archaeological resources, is considered to be historically or culturally
significant. '

Because of the potential for historical resources to be impacted with implementation of
the project an archaeological survey was conducted and a report completed by-Harris
Archaeological Consultant (June 2003). The archaeological report included archival
records search for the proposed project alignment and immedjate vicinity from the South
Coastal Information Center (SCIC) at San Diego State University, and completion of a
pedestrian field survey of the project alignment. The report is summarized below.

| According to the report summary, several sites are identified within or adjacent to the
project alignment (CA-SDI-4675, CA-SDI-11055, P-37-019194, and CA-SDI-14152) and
three new sites were recorded dunng the field survey (CA-SDI- 16288 16789 and -
16290). 1 /G - acts {
CA: 28 16289 and 16290‘”%&@1& Iawn.Bum—Ash s1te~and several
potentlally historic palm trees are located in the vicimty ok th&exast;gggccess path west

_of the Presidio ball fields, and south of the San Diego River. Howevez, this pomon of the

alignment would be abandoned by using trenchless technology (i.e. shurry seal through
existing manholes). Therefore no dII’CCI impacts to existing historical resources would
occur.

The project proposes a combination of open trenching, jack and boring, and micro-
‘tummeling along with the excavation for new manholes, which could result in direct
and/or indirect impacts to the following recorded sites (CA-SDI-11055, P-37-019154,
CA-SDI-14152, and 4675). The project would also abandon sections of the existing main
line through trenchless technology.

For portions of the project alignment in the vicinity of sites SDI-4675, -11055, and -
14152 monitoring is required during all construction activities (i.e. open trenching,
Jjacking pits, excavation for manhoies, lateral connections, etc.) in accordance with the
MMRP conditions identified within Section V of the MND.

One segment of the proposed project eh'gmnent located along Taylor Street would involve
the excavation of deep jacking pits to allow for tunneling (i.e. boring) and installation of
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new sewer mains and manholes which could result in impacts to significant historical
resources. This segment, which would be constructed entirely within the paved public
right-of-way at a depth of 20 feet below grade, is located immediately adjacent to the
boundaries of site P-37-019194 and below the mapped boundaries of the San Diego
Royal Presidio (CA-SDI-38), a National Historic Landmark. In addition, the Native
American village of Cosoy was also located in an area just below Presidio Hill. However,
its exact boundaries are unconfirmed.

Historic site P-37-019194, which was encountered during open trenching for Sewer and
Water Group Job 530A, resulted in the discovery of a Spanish era historic deposit and
adobe floor directly related to the San Diego Presidio. Data recovery was completed in
accordance with the City’s Historical Resources Guidelines (April 2001} and construction
of the pipeline was terminated in this area.

The San Diego Presidio is the site of the first Spanish outpost in Alta California. This tiny
fort set the standard for subsequent colonization throughout California. The Presidio
commemorates two important events: the founding of the first permanent European
settiement of the Pacific Coast of what is now the United States and the establishment of
the first mission in California in 1769. Five years later, the mission was relocated to its
present site in Mission Valley, and the outpost was granted the status of a Royal Presidio.
The population of the Royal Presidio was made up of a diverse array of civilians and
military personnel, sheltering more than five hundred inhabitants. The Royal Presidio
continued to serve as both an administrative and judicial center and as a military outpost
for the region, until falling into a sharp decline in 1830. In 1835, the Presidio was
abandoned. No other site in California has preserved so well the details of daily living
during this period as the remains from the Presidio. Amid the ruins of more than two
hundred rooms can be found hundreds of thousands of artifacts that were left behind by
the people who lived in San Diego in the nearly forgotten era. Today, the ruins of the
adobe citadel and town are protected as part of Presidio Park. It remains one of the most
important, and best preserved, Spanish colonial sites in the western United States

(EDAW, Inc., 1999).

The San Diego Presidio’s historical, archaeological, architectural and cuitural value has
eamned it historic designation at the [ocal, state and national level. Therefore, although the
project would empioy trenchless technology in this area, and direct impacts to historical
resources would be reduced, due to the proximity of the project alignment to the Presidio
and associated historic site within Taylor Street an Archaeological Data Recovery

- Program (ADRP) would be required in accordance with the City’s Historical Resources

Guidelines (April 2001). Because part of the tunneling operation reguires the excavation
of deep jacking pits and manholes, the ADRP would utilize these locations to excavate
1x1 meter units along this segment of Taylor Street. In addition, because this portion of
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the project does not require open trenching, it was determined that monitoring of the
tailings from the tunneling operation would be an appropriate cautionary mitigation
measure to reduce potential direct and indirect impacts.

Should historical resources be encountered during any phase of the construction
monitoring activities, work would be stopped and the qualified archaeologist would be
required to implement.an ADRP in consultation with MMC staff. Therefore,
implementation of the archaeological monitoring program identified in Section V of the
Mitigated Negative Declaration, would reduce potential historical resource impacts to
below a level of significance. -

LAND USE - MULTIPLE SPECIES CONSERVATION PROGRAM (MSCP) .

Portions of the proposed realignment project are either located adjacent to or within the
Multi-Habitat Planning Area (MHPA) of the City of San Diego MSCP Subarea. The
proposed project would be required to comply with the MHPA Land Use Considerations,
General Planning Policies and Design Guidelines (Section 1.4) and the Land Use
Adjacency Guidelines (Section 1.4.3) of the City’s MSCP Subarea Plan. The proposed
project would be consistent with compatible land uses as referenced in Section 1.4.1 and,
1.4.2 of the MSCP Subarea Plan. However, since a portion of the project is located within
the MHPA, the applicant would be required to conform to MSCP's Land Use Adjacency
Guidelines. More specifically, all proposed lighting adjacent to the MHPA, as well as

‘open-space areas, would be directed away from these areas, and shielded if necessary.

Drainage must be directed away from the MHPA or open-space, or must not drain
directly into these areas. No staging/storage areas would be allowed to be located within

- or adjacent to sensitive biological areas and no equipment maintenance would be

permitted. In addition, the limits of grading would be clearly demarcated by the
biological monitor to ensure no impacts occur outside those areas clearly delineated.
Consistency with the MHPA Land Use Adjacency Guidelines as outlined in Section V. of
the Mitigate Negative Declaration would mitigate potential significant indirect land use
impacts to a level below significance.

PALECONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES

According to the "Geology of the San Diego Metropolitan Area, California, La Mesa, 7'
Minute Quadrangle (Kennedy and Peterson, 1975), the majority of the project area is
underlain by Alluvium/Slopewash, Pomerado Conglomerate, and the Mission Valley
Formation. With respect to fossil resource potential, Alluvium/Slopewash has a low
sensitivity level and monitoring would not be required. Pomerado Conglomerate is
categorized as having a moderate sensitivity level; whereas the Mission Valley Formation
is.categorized as having a high sensitivity level for paleontological resources.
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The Pomerado Conglomerate is the uppermost formation of the Poway Group. The
formation is divisible into three members, lower conglomerate member, a middle
sandstone member, and an upper conglomerate member. The lower member

* gradationally overlies the Mission Valley Formation. The lower and middle members are
significantly older than the upper member, Late middle Eocene in age. The lower
member has produced remains of fossil'terrestrial mammals including insectivores,
primates, rodents, and protoreodonts. '

The marine strata of the Mission Valley Formation have produced abundant and generally
well-preserved remains of marine micro-fossils, macro-invertebrates, and vertebrates.
Fluvial strata of the Mission Valley Formation have produced well-preserved examples
of petrified wood and fairly large and diverse assemblages of fossil land mamimals
including opossums, insectivores, bats, primates, rodents, artiodactyls, and perissodactyls.
The co-occurrence in the Mission Valley Formation of land mammal assemblages with
assemblages of marine micro-fossils, mollusks, and invertebrates is extremely important
as it allows for the direct correlation of terresirial and marine fauna time scales. The
Mission Valley Formation represents one of'the few instances in North America where
such comparisons are possible. '

The project would require trenching depths ranging from approximately fifteen to twenty-
five feet which could potentially impact paleontological resources. Disturbance or loss of
fossils without adequate documentation and reésearch would be considered a significant
environmental impact. Therefore, a Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program as

- detailed-in Section V of the MND would be implemented. The program would require that -
a qualified Paleontologist or Paleontological Monitor be present during all excavations that
exceed ten feet in depth and that could impact previously undisturbed formations. Should
palecntological resources be discovered, a recovery and documentation program would be
implemented. Monitoring would not be required along any portions of the alignment where
the pipeline is being replaced in-place (same depth) or in those areas having a low
sensitivity level for resources. With implementation of the Mitigation, Monitoring and
Reporting Program, impacts to paleontological resources would be reduced to below a level
of significance. '

The following environmental issue(s) (Water Quality) were considered in depth during
review of the project. No significant impacts were identified.

WATER QUALITY

Due to the majority of the proposed facilities being located underground there would not be
a permanent modification to area topography or to existing drainage patterns. However, all
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phases of the construction activities would increase the risk of storm water runoff, erosion,

~and associated sedimentation. This would potentially cause adverse impacts to oceur on
water quality due to storm water runoff. However, implementation of Best Management
Practices (BMPs) pursuant to the City Storm Water and Drainage Ordinance would prevent
significant impacts to downstream water bodies from occurring. BMPs would include both
erosion contro] measures to prevent rainfall from contacting exposed soil surfaces, and
sediment control measures to prevent eroded material ﬁ'om leaving the construction area.
The construction manager/res1dcnt engineer and contractor would be responsible for the
monitoring and maintenance of BMPs to ensure that they are workmg properly, until the
construction area has been pennanently stabilized.

V.  RECOMMENDATION:

| ‘On the basis of this initial evaluation:

The proposed project wo 1 not have 2 mgmﬁcant effect on the enwronment and

- i Hi0 7 P il

a NEGATIVE DECLARATION should be prepared.

X Although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures
described in Section IV above have been added to the project. A MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION should be prepared.

The proposed project MAY have a 51gmﬁca.nt effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT should be required.”

 PROJECT ANALYST: SHEARER-NGUYEN
Attachments: Initial Study Checklist

Figure 1 - Vicinity Map
Figure 2 — Site Map

——
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Initial Study Checklist

Date: January 9, 2003

Project No.: 22528

SOUTH M1SSION VALLEY
Name of Project: TRUNK SEWER

III. ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS:

The purpose of the Initial Study is to identify the potential for significant environmental impacts
which could be associated with a project pursuant to Section 15063 of the State CEQA '
Guidelmes. In addition, the Initial Study provides the lead agency with information which forms
the basis for deciding whether to prepare an Environmenta] Impact Report, Negative Declaration
or Mitigated Negative Declaration. This Checklist provides a means to facilitate early
environmental assessment. However, subsequent to this preliminary review, modifications to the
project may mitigate adverse impacts. All answers of "yes" and "maybe" indicate that there is a
potential for significant environmental impacts and these determinations are explained in Section
IV of the Initial Study.,

Yes Mavbe No
L ABESTHETICS / NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTER — Will the proposal result in:

A. The obstruction of any vista or scenic

view from a public viewing area? _ N xX
The proiect would not result in the obstruction
of anv nublic view or scenic vista. The project
would be underground. beneath the existing
road svstem.
B. The creation of a negative aesthetic site or project? _ _ .Y
See I-A. S
C. Project bulk, scale, materials, or style which would
be incompatible with surrounding development? _ _ =
See I-A.
T A
D. Substantial alteration to the exiétﬁl'g character of
the area? _ . >
See I-A.
E. The loss of any distinctive or landmark tree(s), or a
stand of mature trees? >

No distinctive or landmark trees would be
" removed.
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Yes Mavbe

F. Substantial change in topography or ground
surface relief features?
The project would not permanently alter the
existine topoeraphy or affect present eround
surface relief features. )

G. The loss, covering or modification of any
unique geologic or physical features such
as a natural canyon, sandstone bluff, rock
outcrop, or hillside with a slope in excess
of 25 percent?

The project site does not contain any unique
seplogic or phvsical features.

H. Substantial light or glare?
See I-A.

I. Substantial shading of other properties?
Ses I-A.

AGRICULTURE RESOURCES / NATURAL RESOURCES / MINERAL

RESOURCES - Would the proposal result in:

A. The loss of availability of a known mineral
resource (e.g., sand or gravel) that would be
of value to the region and the residents of the state?
The project site is located within a developed
urbanized neighborhood. '

" B. The conversion of agricultural land to

nonagricultural use or impairment of the
agricuttural productivity of agricultural land?
Acericultural land is not present within the
proposed alienment or in the general site
vicinity. See II-A.

AIR QUALITY ~ Would the proposal:

A. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan?
The project wouid comply with construction
standards which prevent conflict with or
obstruction of any air qualitv plans.

I
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Yes Mavbe

B. Violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected
air quality violation?
The project would not result in substantial air
emissions. See I-A.

C. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?
Please see ITI-B.

D. Create objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of people?
Potential odors from construction machinery
would occur temporarily during construction
onlv.

E. Exceed 100 pounds per day of Particulate Matter 10
(dust)? . .
Dust would be generated temporarily during
construction onlv and would be controlied with
standard construction practices. See ITI-A.

g

Alter air movement in the area of the project?
No such impact would occur, See TT]-A,

G. Cause a substantial alteration in moisture, or _
' temperature, or any change in climate, either locally
or regionally?
The project consists of underground pipelines
and would have no such impacts.

BIOLOGY — Would the proposal result in:

A. A reduction in the number of any unique, rare,
endangered, sensitive, or fully protected species of
plants or animals? )

The proiect would occur entirely within the
existing street right-of-way which does not
support any biological resources. A portion of
the alignment to be abandoned is within the San
Diego River area. However. the abandonment
will occur utilizing trenchless technology.
Refer to Initial Studv Discussion.

B. A substantial change in the diversity of any species of
animals or plants?
As stated above, the project would occur within
existing streets right-of-way. therefore such

I

[

I

>

I

>

[

[



L

-
2

V.

-

[

o

Cowr

)3

substantial change in diversity of species

amimals or plants would not occur. Please see
IV-A.

Introduction of invasive species of plants into the

area?
No landscaping is proposed or required. Please
see [V-A.

Interference with the movement of any resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established
native resident or migratory wildlife corridors?

The project would occur within the street rights-
of-wav and would not interfere with the

movement of species or wildlife corridors.

Please see IV-A. However, sensitive species
survevs and monitoring would be reguired as
NECessary.

An impact to a sensitive habitat, including, but not
limited to streamside vegetation, aguatic, riparian, oak
woodland, coastal sage scrub or chaparral?

See IV-A.

An impéct on City, State, or federally regulated
wetlands (including, but not limited to, coastal

-salt marsh, vernal pool, lagoon, coastal, etc.) through

direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption or
other means?
See IV-A,

Conflict with the provisions of the City’s Multiple
Species Conservation Program Subarea Plan or other
approved local, regional or state habitat conservation
plan?

A portion of project site is located within the
Multi-Habitat Planning Area (MHPA and would

be reguired to comply with the MSCP Land Use
Adjacency Guidelines outline within the MND.

See IV-A.

ENERGY - Would the proposal:

A, Result in the nse of excessive amounts of fuel or

energy (e.g. natural gas)?

Yes -

Mavbe
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The proposed ufility pipe replacement project
would not result in the use of excessive amounts
of fuel. energy. or power.

B. Result in the use of excessive amounts of power?
Please see V-A.

VL  GEOLOGY/SOILS - Would the proposal:

A. Expose people or property to geologic hazards such
as earthquakes, landshides, mudsiides, ground
failure, or similar hazards?

The project would replace a sewer main within
existing richts-of-way using jack and boring,
micro-tunneling and open-trench method of
construction. Utilization .of generallv accepted
engineering technmigues would prevent impacts
. from geologic hazards. '

B. Result in a substantial increase in wind or water
erosion of soils, either on or off the site?
See VI-A. ‘

C. Belocated on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable
or that would become unstable as a result of the
project, and potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction
or collapse?

The project site is located within Hazard
Categories 31. 32. and 33 per the City of San
Diego Safety Seismic Studv Maps. Utilization
of generally accepted engineering technigues
would prevent impacts from geologic hazards .

VII.  HISTORICAL RESOURCES — Would the proposal result in:

A. Alteration of or the destruction of a prehistoric or
historic archaeological site? )
The project is located in an area known to have
a high potential for archaeological resources.
Data recovery in the Tavior Street Portion
would be required. Monitoring in all other areas
woulid be required. Refer to Initial Study
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B. Adverse physical or aesthetic effects to a prehistoric
or historic building, structure, object, or site?
Refer to VII. A. ‘

C. Adverse physical or aesthetic effects to an
" architecturally significant building, structure, or
object? '
Although no above ground structures are present. there
is a potential to encounter resources during construction
activities. See VII-A and -B.

D. Any impact to existing religious or sacred uses within
the potential impact area?
See VII-A.

E. The disturbance of any human remains, including
those interred outside of formal cemeteries?
See VII-A_

HUMAN HEALTH / PUBLIC SAFETY / HAZARDOUS

L ]

MATERIALS: Would the proposai:

A. Create any known health hazard (excluding
mental health)?
The project consists of undereround pipelines
and would have no such impacts. No known
health hazards or contaminated site are located

along the proposed trench alignment.

B. Expose people or the environment to a significant
hazard through the routine transport, use or disposal
of hazardous materials? '

The proiect consists of underground pipelines |
and would have no such impacts. See VIIL A,

C. Create a future risk of an explosion or the release of
hazardous substances (including but not limited to
gas, oil, pesticides, chemicals, radiation, or explosives)?
The proiect consists of underground pipelines
and would have no such impacts. See VIIL A.

D. Impair implementation of, or physically interfere
with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

The project consists of underground pipelines
and would have no such impacts. The project
would not impair or interfere with anv adopted
emergency plans. See VIII. A,
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E. Belocated on 2 site which is included on a list of |
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result,
create a significant hazard to the public or
environment?

The project is not known to be on a list of
hazardous materials sites.

F. Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset
and accident conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the environment?

Please see VIII-A. Project involves the
upgrading of sewer lines which would prevent

sewage spills.

HYDROLOGY/WATER QUALITY — Would the proposal
result in: .

A. Anincrease in pollutant discharges, including down
stream sedimentation, 1o receiving waters during or
following construction? Consider water quality
parameters such as temperature, dissolved oxygen,
turbidity and other typical storm water pollutants.
The proiect sewer line replacement would occur
entirelv within the existing right-of-way and
would not impact anv body of water. In
addition. the project would be required to
comply with all storm water quality standards
during construction and appropriate Best
Management Practices (BMPs) must be utilized.

B. An increase in impervious surfaces and associated
mcreased runoff?
See [X-A. No increase would result. The pipes
would be installed in existing paved streets,
which would be restored after construction.

C. Substantial alteration to on- and off-site drainage
patterns due to changes in runoff flow rates or
volumes?

See IX-A.

D. Discharge of identified pollutants to an alreadi!
impaired water body (as listed on the Clean Water
- Act Section 303(b) list)?

No
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vole Yes Mavbe No .

The majoritv of the proiect is within paved
rights-of-wav: however. one segment within he
San Diego River would be abandoned utilizing
trenchless technologv. In addition, the project
18 required to comply with the Citv’s Storm
Water Standards and would preclude any
impacts. :

E. A potentially significant adverse impact on ground
water quality?
No such impact would occur. See [X-A.

X

F. Cause or contribute to an exceedance of applicable
surface or groundwater recelving water quality
objectives or degradation of beneficial uses?

See IX-A above.

[

X. LAND USE — Would the proposal result in:

A. A land use which is inconsistent with the adopted
community plan land use designation for the site or
conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy or
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over a
project? :

The project is consistent with the land use
" designation and applicable policies of the
Mission Valley Communiry Plan.

o

B. A conflict with the goals, objectives and 5
recommendations of the community plan in which it
is located?
Please see X-A.

[

C. A conflict with adopted environmental plans,
including applicable habitat conservation plans
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect for the area?

The project would not conflict with Citv’s
Multiple Species Conservation Plan (MSCP?.

[

%

D. Physically divide an established community?
The project site is located in a develoned urban
commumnity and surrounded by residential
development. The project would not phvsically

divide an established community.
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E. Land uses which are not compatible with aircraft
accident potential as defined by an adopted a1rp0rt
Comprehenswe Land Use Plan?

The project site is not located within the Airport
Environs Overlav Zone or the Airport Approach
QOverlav Zone.

NOISE — Would the proposal result in:

A. A significant increase in the existing ambient noise
levels?
The proposed project would operate within the
Citv’s allowable noise standards and would not
cause a significant increase in ambient noise
levels nor would the project cause a significant
increase in ambient noise levels,

B. Exposure of people to noise levels which exceed the
City's adopted noise ordinance?
The proposed project is the replacement of
sewer lines. which when installed would not
expose neonle to noise levels which exceed the
Citv’s adopted noise standards.

C. Exposure of people to current or future
transportation noise levels which exceed standards
established in the Transportation Element of the
(General Plan or an adopted airport Comprehensive
Land Use Plan?

Please see XI-B. =+

PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES: ‘Would the
proposal impact a unique paleontological resource or
site or unique geologic feature?

The project site is underlain by Mission Valley
Formation, Pomerado Conglomerate. and
Alluvium/Slonewash which have, respectively. hich
and moderate. and low sensitivitv ievels for
pnaleontological resources. Monitoring would be
required as the project site mav have significant
paleontological resources. Refer to the Initial Study
Discussion.

Yes

Mavbe

o

No
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POPULATION AND HOUSING — Would the proposal:

A. Induce substantial population growth In an area,
either directly (for example, by proposing new
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example,
through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?
The sewer replacement project would not alter
population demographics.

B. Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

No such displacement would occur.

- C. Alter the planned location, distribution, density or

XIV.

growth rate of the population of an area?
See XIIL.A. and B.

PUBLIC SERVICES — Would the proposal have an effect
upon, or result in a need for new or altered govemmental
services in any of the following areas:

A. Fire protection?
Installation of sewer pipelines would not affect
existing public services.

B. Police protection?
See XTV.A,

C. Schools?
See XIV.A.

D, Parks or other recreational facilities?
See XTIV .A. '

E. Maintenance of public facilities, including roads? -
See XIV.A.

RECREATIONAL RESOURCES - Would the proposal result in:

A. Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical
deterioration of the facility would occur or be
accelerated?
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Yes Mavbe

The project is located entirelv within the
existing right-of*wav and would not impact any
recreational resources.

.. Does the project include recreational facilities or

require the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities which might have an adverse physical
effect on the environment?

See XV.A,
TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION — Would the proposal
~ result in: :
A. Traffic generation in excess of specific/

community plan allocation?
The project would not generate anv additional

traffic to the area.

An increase in projected traffic which 1s substantial in -
relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the
street system?

Please see XVI-A.

An increased demand for off-site parking?
See XTV. A,

Effects on existing parking?
No such effects would occur.

Substantial impact upon existing or planned
transportation systems?

Temporary construction routing would be required
but would cause no significant effects. See XIV.A.

Alterations to present circulation movements
including effects on existing public access to
beaches, parks, or other open space areas?
See XIV.A.

Increase 1n traffic hazards for motor vehicles,
bicyclists or pedestrians due to a proposed, non-

‘'standard design feature (e.g., poor sight distance or

driveway onto an access-restricted roadway)?
The nroject would comply with the City of San
Diego Standard Drawings Manual of Traffic

11
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Contro] for Construction and Maintenance
Work Zones.

H. A confiict with adopted policies, plans or programs
supporting alternative transportation models (e.g.,
bus furnouts, bicycle racks)?

Please see XVI-A

XVII. UTILITIES — Would the proposal result in a need for new
systems, or require substantial alterations to existing
. utilities, including:

A. Natural gas?
N/A.

B. Communications systems?
See XVII-A. '

C. Water?
See XVII A.

D. Sewer?
The project is the replacement of an
" existing sewer line. .

E. Storm water drainage?
See XVII A,

F. Solid waste disposai?
See XVII A.

XVIIL WATER CONSERVATION — Would the proposal result in:

A. Use of excessive amounts of water?
The project would not result in the use of
excessive amounts of water. No such impact
would occur. :

B. Landscaping which is predominantly non-drought
resistant vegetation?
Project is within the existing rights-of way.
Landscaping would not be required.

XIX. MANDATQRY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:

A. Does the project have the potential to degrade the
quality of the environment, substantially reduce the

12
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WSD 08-037

REQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION
CITY OF SAN DIEGO

1. CERTIFICATE NUMB'
{FOR AUDITOR'S US

CITY ATTORNEY

2, FROM {ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT):

ENGINEERING & CAPITAL PROJECTS

3. DATE:

June 18, 2008

101
290077 10721

~ SUBJECT:

Advertise’'and Award of South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer

5. PRIMARY CONTACT (NAME, PHONE, & MAIL STA.)

M. Gibson (619} 533-5213 MSO08A

€. SECONDARY CONTACT (NAME, PHONE, & MAIL STA.)

W. Gamboa (619) 235-1971 MS 908A

7. CHECK BOX IF REFORT TO COUNCIL IS ATTACHED

O

8.COMPLETE FOR ACCOUNTING PURPOSES

9, ADDITIONAL INFORMATION / ESTIMATED COST:

FUND 41506 41506 41506
DEPT. 773 772 773 Current $ 993,026.35
ORGANIZATION 960 960 960 Phase I (FY09) £6,176,515.00
OBJECT ACCOUNT 4279 4279 4279 Phase [1 (FY10) $ 8647,122.00
408 ORDER 176830 461930 440010 Total $15.816,663.35
C.iP. NUMBER 40-931.0 46-193.0 44-001.0 Less Previous Authorized §  893.026.35
AMOUNT $14,246,137 $577,500 $2,426,797 This Request $14,823,637.00
10. ROUTING AND APPROVALS

ROUTE APPROVING DATE ROUTE APPROVING DATE

) AUTHORITY _—, APPROVAL SIGNATURE SIGNED " AUTHORITY APPROVAL SIGWATURE SIGNED

1 |DEPT. D:RECT\'M:[V}( ] W 62,77 //,:8 8  ({DEPUTY CHIEF ti—#";:_gﬂ//é-—‘i& EKM/LS’

o /__APPROVAL s oo _, i

3 |eas SIZHATUTES 10 fCITY ATTORNEY / / é/@r

F LR " { Y
14 leoc ON FILE 11 [ORIG. DEFF 1 ﬁl&
5 |DOCKET LIASON / ey 7/ j] 08" ) :
= L~
6 FM-CIP %M mébr DOCKET COORD: COUNCIL LIAISON g { /é{ég
M . s
COMPTROLLER / i " COUNCIL
7 ?//5* &Z( J LSOuNCIL O seos p\consem [0 apoemion
/M [0 rerFerTO: COUNCIL DATE: J OZ 2 / Of
11, PREPARATION OF: RESOLUTIONS | [0 ORDINANCE(S) ] AGREEMENT(S) ] DEED(S)

1. Authorizing the transfer of $2,426,797 from CIP 44-001.0, Annual Allocation — Sewer Main Replacement, Fund
41506, Sewer to CIP 40-931.0, South Missien Valley Trunk Sewer, Fund 41506, Sewer; and

(Please see other side)

19A, STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:

Adopt the Resolutions

COUNCIL DISTRICT(S}):

HOUSING IMPACT:

: The City of San Diego as Lead Agency under CEQA has reviewed and considered a MND Project No.
22528 dated January 27, 2006, covering this activity. Adopted June 21, 2006, by Resolution No.

HO-5401.

None *

12. SPECIAL CONDITIONS (REFER TO AR. 3.20 FOR INFORMATION ON COMPLETING THIS SECTION.)

2 (Fauiconer), 3 (Atkins}, 6 (Frye}, 7 (Madaffer)
COMMUNITY AREA(S): Mission Valley (22)
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT:

A

ATTACHMENTS: - Pro:icct Cost Estimate, Location Map, Mitigated Negative Declaration and Plans and Specifications
CITY CLERK INSTRUCTION; Upen Council approval, please forward two (2) copies of the 1472 and Resolution(s) to
Joanne Ferrer at Project Implementation and Technical Services, MS 908A.
CM-1472

MSWORD2002 (REV. 2008-06-23)
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SECTION 11 - PREPARATION OF RESOLUTIONS, ORDINANCES, ETC. (CONTINUED):

2.

Approving the Plans and Specifications for construction of South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer as
advertised by Purchasing and Contracting Department; and

Authorizing the expenditure of $14,823,637 of which $14,246,137 is from CIP 40-931.0, South Mission
Valley Trunk Sewer, Fund 41506, Sewer, for the purpose of providing funds for this project’s
construction and related costs, and $577,500 is from CIP 46-193.0, Annual Allocation ~ Muni Pooled
Contingency, Fund 41506, Sewer, for the purpose of providing funds for this project’s contingency,
contingent upon the City Comptroller furnishing one or more certificates certifying that funds necessary
for expenditure under established contract funding phases are, or will be, on deposit with the City
Treasurer; and

Authorizing the Mayor, or his designee, to establish contract funding phases and execute a construction
contract with the lowest responsible and reliable bidder contingent upon the City Comptroller furnishing
one or more certificates certifying that funds necessary for expenditure under established contract
funding phases are, or will be, on deposit with the City Treasurer; and

Authorizing the City Comptroller, upon the advice from the administering department, to return excess
budgeted funds, if any, to the appropriate reserves; and

Stating for the record that the final MND has been reviewed and considered prior to approving the
project.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY SHEET

DATE REPORT ISSUED: June 18, 2008

ATTENTION: Council President and City Council

ORIGINAL DEPT.: Engineering and Capital Projects, Right-Of-Way Division
SUBJECT: Advertising and Award of South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer
COUNCIL DISTRICTS: 2 (Faulconer), 3 (Atkins}, 6 (Frye), 7 (Madaffer)

STAFF CONTACT: M. Gibson (619) 533-5213/W. Gamboa (619) 235-1971
REQUESTED ACTION:

Council authorization is requested to advertise and award a construction contract for South Mission
Valley Trunk Sewer.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:
s - Adopt the resolutions.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

The South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer, originally installed in 1947, is located in the Mission Valley
Community along Interstate 8 between Morena Boulevard and Interstate 15 and consists of four phases.
This project, South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer, is the first phase of this trunk sewer replacement and
consists of approximately 3,000 feet of 42” diameter trunk sewer along Interstate 8 between Hotel Circle
Place and Taylor St., and approximately 600 feet of 24” diameter trunk sewer at the 1-8/1-15

interchange. It includes those portions of the trunk sewer in deteriorated conditions, and also -
replacement of the downstream portion to increase capacity. The EPA requires completion of this
project by October 2011.

This request includes the transfer of FY2009 budget from CIP 44-001.0, Annual Allocation — Sewer
Main Replacement to CIP 40-931.0, South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer. Currently, there are no Sewer
Group projects scheduled and prepared to encumber this funding.

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY CONTRACTING:

Funding Agency: City of San Diego

Goals: - 14% Mandatory Subcontractor Participation Goal, 5% Advisory
Participation Goal Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE), 1%
Advisory Participation Goal Disabled Veteran Business Enterprise
(DVBE), 8% Advisory Participation Goal Other Business Enterprise (OBE).

Other: Prior to award, a workforce report, and if necessary, an Equal Qpportunity Plan
shall be submitted. Staff will monitor the Plan and adherence to the
Nondiscrimination Ordinance. EOC staff will evaluate the bidder’s compliance
with SCOPe. Failure to comply with SCOPe will lead to-the bid being declared
non-responsive. This contract will be advertised for bids in the San Diego Daily
Transcript, the Orange County Register, the City of San Diego’s website, and
the E-Bid Board. In addition, once implemented, the Bidder Registration
Program will notify registered participants of bid opportunities. Prior to
implementation of the Bidder Registration Program, the City will notify trade
associations and eligible firms via fax and/or e-mail.
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FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS:
The total estimated cost of this project is $15,816,663.35. Funding of $2,262,971 was previously
authorized by Council (R-296104), Council (R-294804) and O-19701 for consultant services and related
costs for South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer projects Phase I, I[, [l and IV. Of this amount,
$993,026.35 was authorized for South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer (Phase I). Additional funding of
$14,246,137 will be available in the Enterprise Fund, CIP 40-931.0, South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer,
Fund 41506, Sewer, of which $2,426,797 was transferred from CIP 44-001.0, Annual Allocation —
Sewer Main Replacement, Fund 41506, Sewer and $577,500 will be available in CIP 46-193.0, Annual
Allocation — Muni Pool Contingency, Fund 41506, Sewer, for this purpose.

This project cost may be reimbursed approximately 80% by current or tuture debt financing. This
project is scheduled to be phase funded over two fiscal years from FY2009 to FY2010. Contingent
upon availability of funds, the City Comptroller will issue an Auditor Certificate for each phase of the

project.

PREVIOUS COUNCIL AND COMMITTEE ACTIONS:

On May 1, 2001, Council (R-294804) and February 25, 2002, Council (R-296104) executed an
agreement with Hirsch and Company for $118,000 for pre-design and $§954,971 for design, respectively.
On January 8, 2008 Council (O-19701) executed a First Amendment to the agreement with RBF
Consulting for $394,148 and authorized additional related in-house costs for $795,852.

The Committee on Natural Resources and Culture on July 23, 2008, consent mation by Councilmember
Atkins, second by Council President Peters. Vote to approve 4-0.

The request to transfer $2,426,797 from the Annual Allocation — Sewer Main Replacement, Fund 41506
to Sewer CIP 40-931.0, South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer, Fund 41506, was approved by IROC on
~ September 8, 2008.

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION AND PUBLIC OUTREACH EFFORTS:

During the original design phase, this project had been presented to the Mission Valley Community
Council and Mission Valley Tourism Council on four (4) separate occasions from 2001 to 2004.

A more recent presentation to the Mission Valley Community Council was made on April 2, 2008,

and a presentation to the Mission Valley Tourism Council is scheduled for August 7, 2008. Residents
and businesses will be notified by the City’s Engineering & Capital Projects Department at least one (1)
month before construction begins and by the contractor at least ten (10) days before construction

begins through hand distribution of notices.

KEY STAKEHOLDERS & PROJECTED IMPACTS (if applicable):
The key stakeholders are identified as public and municipality. The project impacts include improved
capacity for the new trunk sewer.

@——é/ﬂf df—"‘:%”

Patti ’éoexamp David Jarfell
Director, Engineering & Capital Prcgects Deputy Chief of Public Works




The City of San Diego
(0 n) J 5 2 3 CERTIFICATE OF CITY AUDITOR AND COMPTROLLER
CERTIFICATE OF UNALLOTTED BALANCE AC 2900133
ORIGINATING DEPT.

NO-L: 773

| HEREBY CERTIFY that the money required for the allotment of funds for the purpose set forth in the foregoing
resolution is available in the Treasury, or is anticipated to come into the Treasury, and is otherwise unallotted.

Amount: $2,426,797.00 Fuhd: 41506

Purpose: Authorizing the transfer of funds for the construction of South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer.

Date: - - August 18, 2008 By: Robert Barreras Ey{W @)W@’

AUDITOR AND COMPTROLLER'S DEPARTMENT

ACCOUNTING DATA

ACCTG. | GY ' OPERATION
LINE [k EUND DEPT OR(G, ACCOUNT JOB ORDER ACCOUNT [BENF? EQUIP| FACILITY AMOUNT

1 0 | 41506 773 960 4278 440010 2,426,797.00

TOTAL AMOUNT $2,426,797.00
FUND OVERRIDE |:|

CERTIFICATION OF UNENCUMBERED BALANCE

| HEREBY CERTIFY that the indebtedness and obligation to be incurred by the contract or agreement authorized
by the hereto attached resolution, can be incurred without the violation of any of the provisions of the Charter of the City
of San Diego; and | do hereby further certify, in conformity with the requirements of the Charter of the City of San Diego,
that sufficient moneys have been appropriated for the purpose of said contract, that sufficient moneys to meet the
abligations of said coniract are actually in the Treasury, or are anticipated to come into the Treasury, to the credit of the
appropriation from which the same are to be drawn, and that the said money now actually in the Treasury, together with
the moneys anticipated to come into the Treasury, to the credit of said appropriation, are otherwise unencumbered.

Not to Exceed:

Vendor:
Purpose:
Date: By:
AUDITOR. AND COMPTROLLER'S DEPARTMENT
ACCOUNTING DATA
ACCTG. | CY OPERATION
LINE | PY FUND DEPT ORG. ACCOUNT | JOBORDER | ACCOUNT [BENF/ EQUIP| FACILITY AMOUNT
TOTAL AMOUNT

AC-361 (REV 2-92) FUND OVERRIDE | ]
’ AC 2800133




PROJECT COST ESTIMATE

Continge

furxts will be taken from

Prepared by All Mohammadian
PROJECT: South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer Date: June 18, 2008
ALVERTISING: X Work Order NO.: 176830
AWARD: X Councll Drstrict: 23,67 CIP No.: 40-931.0
Reailocation: ) Commumity Area: South Mission Valley
Deappropriation:
CIP NO. OR OTHER SQURCE QF FUNDS %E
ACTIVITY:
& Const.
Curment Ph 1{FY £9) Ph2 (F‘? 10) TOTAL
A_ENGINEERING
4114 - In House Eng. 418,053.35 418,052.35 2.64%
4115 - As Needed Consult. 7.083.00 7.003.00 0.04%
4118 - Const, Eng. £42,140.00 £98,997,00 1,541,137.00 9.74%
4118 - Outside Eng/Consult. 587,970.00 ‘ 567,970.00 3.59%
41181 - Engr. Senvices #2 0.00
4151 - Profgssional Services 0.00 0.00%
4240 - Reimbursement Agree. 0.00 0.00%
TOTAL ENGINEERING 993,026.26 642,140.00 B98,997.00 2,534,163.35 16.02%
B. CONSTRUCTION
4220 - Prime Gonst. Contract 5,283,750.00 7.411,250.00 12,705,000.00 80.33%
4240 - Participation Agresm. 0.00 0.00%
42220 - JOC or GRC 2.00 0.00%
4226 - City Forces Work 2.00 0.00%
4150 - Safety Q.00 G.00%
4810 - OCIP 0.00 0.00%
TOTAL CONSTRUCTION 0.00 5,293,750.00 7,411,250.00 12,705,000.00 80.33%
C.EQUIPMENT & FURNISHING .
3288 - Unclass, MBS Purch. 0.00 0.00%
3316 - Pipe Fittings 0.00 0.00%
4972 - Const, Reloted .00 G.00%
TOTAL EQUIP & FURN. 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00%
D. CONTINGENCIES
4805 - Contingencli 0.00 240,625.00 336,875.00 577,500.00 3.65%
4809 - Pooled Contingencies| _ 0.00 0.00%
E. SUB-TOTAL 993,026.35 6,176,515.00 8,647,122.00 0.00 15,816,663.35 100.00%
0.00
F. LAND ACQUISITION
4838 - Land Acquistion 0.00 0.00%
G.Other
4278 - Pending Council Action £.00 0.00 0.00%
4279 - Oth Non-Personnal 0.00 0.00%
4280 - Oth Non-Personnel Au 0.00 0.00%
4282 - Oth Non-Personnal Exp 0.00 0.00%
Total Cther 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 .00 0.00%
TOTAL PROJECT COST 993,026.35 6,176,515.00 8,647,122.00 15,816,663.35 100.00%
Document Number 409310/409311/409312/409313 409310
Pra.Auth.Res. R-296104/284804 1.072,971.00 173,822.00
[WHEN APPLICABLE) Pre.Auth.Res. 0-19701 1,190.000.00 819,204.35
SAVINGS BY USE OF CITY FORCES Pre.Auth.Res. £.00
City Forzes Contract Pre.Auth.Res, .00
Labor 000 0.00 P A 700 g.00
Material 0.00 0.08 Total Pre. Auth. 2,282,971.00 993,026.35
Equipment 0.00 0.00
Profit 0.00 0.00
TOTAL Q.00 0.00 Total Pre, Auth, 2,262,971.00 993,026.35
DEPARTMENT: 73
FUND: 41506
CIPISUB CiP: 40-931.0
Previously Authorized: 993,026.35
Phase 1 6,176,515.00
Phase 2 8,647,122.00
Loss Prev. Autherized 993,026.35
‘This Request; 14,823,637.00 '
COMMENTS:

ed contingency funds. Requested Auditer lo carrect the current appropriation to tie with the amount authorized by Councit.
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UY 3 ;,,5 3 3 NOTICE OF DETERMINATION : 093 8335

L0 X _ Recorder/County Clerk FROM: City of San Diego
P.O. Box 1750, MS A33 Development Services Department i
1600 Pacific Hwy, Room 260 1222 First Avenue, MS 501 Tﬁgl H L E D
San Diego, CA 92101-2432 San Diego, CA 92101 Gragory J. Smilh, Recomder/Counly Clerk
X Office of Planning and Research AUG 0 172008

1400 Tenth Stwreet, Reom 121
Sacramento, CA 95814

BY.,
Project Number: 22528 State Clearinghouse Number: 2005081140 7 DEPLITY

Permit Applicant: Carrie Purcell. City of San Disgo Engineering and Capital Projects. Water and Sewer Desien, 600 B Street.
MS908A San Diegso. CA 82101, (619) 333-5124,

Project Title: South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer

Project Location: The project alignment is located improvements within portions of Tavlor Street, under Interstate 8. Hotel Circle
Place. Hotel Circle North, Hotel Circle South. under State Route 163. Camino del Rip Sguth, under Interstate
805. Mission Center Drive. Interstate Route 5. Camino de la Reina. Camino del Rio North, Camino del Arrovo,

and under State Rout 135, all within the Mission Vallev Conunumtv planning area of the Citv and County of San

Diego.

Project Description: Aporoval of Capital Improvement Project No, 40931.0 for the replacement and new construction of
approximatelv 21.182 lineal feet (. F) and the abandonment of 12.830 LF of existing trunk sewers and sewer main. Scope of
work also includes associated improvements such as laterals. manholes. and related improvements within portions of Tavior
Street. under Interstate 8. Hoiel Circle Place. Hotel Circle North. Hotel Circle South. under State Route 163, Camino dei Rio
™ -vth. under Interstate 8035, Mission Center Drive. Interstate Route 5. Camine de la Reina. Camino del Rig North, Camine del

yvo, and under State Rout 15 The proiect is located within the Mission Vallev Community plannine area of the Citv and
County of San Diego. California. Applicant: Citv of San Diego. Enoineenng and Capital Projects Department, Water & Sewer
Design Division..

This is to advise that the City of San Diego, Hearing Officer on July 19, 2006 approved the above described project and made the
following determinations:

L. The project in its approved form ____ will, _X _ will not, have a significant effect on the environment.
2. An Environmentai Impact Report was prepared for this project and certified pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.
X A Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

An addendurn to Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant o the provisions of
CEQA.

Record of project approval may be sxamined at the address ahove.

Mitigation measures _X_ were, were not, made a condition of the approval of the project.

LWE]

It is hereby certified that the final environmental report, including comments and responses, is available to the general public at
the office of the Land Development Review Division, Fifth Floor, City Operations Building, 1222 First Avenue, San Diego, CA
92101.

i" 'yst: Shearer-Nguven , Telephone: (619) 446-3365
L FILED IN THE OFFICE GF THE COUNTY OLE (ﬁ /
-Hur 91 . K Filed by: A/&W DS N

San Diego Couniy on _

ritn
Postadd fuli_ (:' ' ” !| ij]r.um I '.‘ _-, ;_de . Slmamre
Refurniel o ngaripv o 5 /}”Hm A‘é‘m 2y

Deputy Title




uUUS537 CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
- CERTIFICATE OF FEE EXEMPTION

De Mimmis Impact Finding or
One Fee Per Project Provision

Project Title/Location (include county): South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer. The proiect alignment is located
improvements within portions of Tavlor Street, under Interstate 8. Hotel Circie Place. Hotel Circle North. Hotel Circle
South, under State Route 163. Camino del Rie South, under Interstate 803. Mission Center Drive. Interstate Route 3.
Camine de lz Reina. Camino del Rio North, Camino del Arrova. and under State Rout 15. &1l within the Mission Valley

Community planning area of the Citv and County of San Diego.
Project No. 22328 SCH No. 2005081140

Project Applicant: Carmie Purcell. Citv of San Diego Engineering and Capital Projects. Water and Sewer Design.
600 B Street. MS90Q8A San Dieso, CA 92101, (619) 533-5124,

Project Description: Approval of Capital Improvement Project No. 40931.0 for the replacement and new construction of

approximately 21,182 linea] feet (LF) and the abandonment of 12,830 LT of axisting trunk sewers and sewer main.
Scope of work alse includes associated improvements such as_laterals. manholes. and related improvements within
portions of Tavlor Street. under Interstate 8, Hotel Circle Place. Hotel Circle North. Hotel Circle South, under State
Route 163, Camino del Rio South. under interstate 805. Mission Center Drive, Interstate Route 3. Camino de 1z Reina.
Camino del Rio North, Caminoe del Arrova. and under State Rout 15. The project is Jocated within the Mission Valley
Community planning area of the Citv and Countv of San Diepo. California. Applicant: Citv of San Diego. Engineering

and Capita] Projects Department, Water & Sewer Design Divisiosn.,

. Findings of Exemption (attach as necessary):

A(n) Mitigated Negative Declaration, Initial Study, and Biology Survey Report) have been prepared for the project.
Fhe report concludes that there is substantial evidence in the record that the pI'O_] ect would result in 2 de minimis mpact
to wildiife resources as all of the following apply: :

1. No significant biological resources exist on the project site.
2. The project would have no adverse mmpacts on biological resources located off-site.

No mitigation measures are proposed to address impacts to biological resources.

U

4. No conditions in any discretionary actions associated with the project address biological resource issues.
5. No broader impacts on 2 habitat (for example - urban runoff effects on wetland) were identified.

Note: (Please use Variables 7-15 for projects that qualify for the "one fee per project provision but not for the de
ninimis impact finding. Please check one of the four boxes below. Please aiso delete Vanable 6 and the six
findings (above) if Variables 7-15 are used.}

Certification:

I hereby certify that the lead agency has made the above findings of fact and that based upan the initial smdy and/or
Biology survey report, and hearing record, the project involves no potentizl for adverse effect, either individuzlly or
cumulatively on wiidlife resources, as defined in Section 711.2 of the Fish and Game Code.

Gary Halbert Christiansen, Deputy Director
Development Services Department

By: ﬁ ///ﬂ/f/é/ i

Title: Senior Planner

Lead Agency: City of San Diego

Date: f-?u/_/: < 2004
/N




STATE OF CALIFORNIA - Th, ESTURCES AGENCY

1 DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME . 2 7 3 7 2 4
%1, 1 ENVIRONMENTAL FILING FEE CASH RECEIFT
e’ DFG 753.5a (8-03)

Lead Agency:  City of San Diego

San Diego Document No., 13688

Sate: 08/01/2006

County / State Agency of Filing:
Project Title: South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer

Project Applicant Name: Carrie Purcell, City of San Diege, Engineering and Capital Projecls  Phone Number; (§19) 533-5124
Project Applicant Address; 600 B St, MSB08A, San Diega, CA 92101

Project Applicant (check appropriate box):  Local Public Agency [:] Scheol Distriel D Other Special Districl D

Slate Agancy [:' Private Entity

CHECK APPLICABLE FEES:

{ } Environmental Impact Reporl $850.00 &
{ )} Negative Declaration $1,250.00 3
{ ) Application Fee Waler Diversion {State Water Respurces Control Board Only ) SE50.00 S
{ ) Projecls Subject to Certified Regulatory Programs $850.00 3§
{ ) County Administrative Fee 2500 &
W)

¥} Project thal is exempt from fees
TOTALRECEIVED § 000

Signature and title of person receiving payment: / ; ;//W Deputy
7

WHITE « PROJECT APPLICANT YELLOW - DFGIFASE PIMK - LEAD AGENCY GOLDENROD - STATE AGENCY OF FiLING
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SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER'S USE

JOB ORDER NUMBER: 176831

SITE DEVELOPMENT PERMIT NO. 56160
SOUTH MISSION VALLEY TRUNK SEWER
HEARING OFFICER

This Site Development Permit No. 56160 is granted by the Hearing Officer of the City of

San Diego to the Engineering and Capital Project Department, Owner/Permittee, pursuant to San
Diego Municipal Code [SDMC] sections 126.0708. The linear pipeline site is located in Mission
Valley in the City of San Diego within portions of Taylor Street, under Interstate 8, in Hotel
Circle Place, Hotel Circle North, Hotel Circle South, under State Route 163, in Camino del Rio
South, under Interstate 805, in Mission Center Drive, Interstate 3, in Camino de la Reina,
Camino del Rio North, Camino del Arroyo, and under State Route 13 in the City of San Diego, in
various Mission Valley Planned District (MVPD) zones including from Commercial Visitor and
Commercial Office of the Mission Vailey Community Plan Area.

Subject to the terms and conditions set forth in this Permit, permission is granted to Owner
/Permittee to replace approximately 21,182 lineal feet and abandonment of 12,830 lineal feet of
existing trunk sewers and sewer main of the South Mission Vailey Trunk Sewer including
associated mmprovements such as laterals, manholes, and related improvements, as deseribed and
identified by size, dimension, quantity, type, and location on the approved exhibits, dated June 7,
2006, on file in the “A.”
The project or facility shall include:

a. Replace 21,182 lineal feet of the South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer;

b. Abandon 12,830 lineal feet of existing trunk sewer and sewer main;

c. Associated improvements, such as laterals, manholes, and related improvements;

d. Landscaping (planung, irigation and landscape related 1mprovements

Page 1 0f 7
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e. Accessory improvements determined by the Development Services Department to be
consistent with the land use and development standards in effect for this site per the
adopted community plan, California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines, public and
private improvement requirements of the City Engineer, the underlying zone(s),
conditions of this Permit, and any other applicable regulations of the SDMC in effect
for this site,

STANDARD REQUIREMENTS:

1. Construction, grading or demolition must commence and be pursued in a diligent manner
within thirty-six months after the effective date of final approval by the City, following ail
appeals. Failure to utilize the permit within thirty-six months will automatically void the permit
unless an Extension of Time has been granted. Any such Extenston of Time must meet all the
SDMC requirements and applicable guidelines in effect at the time the extension s considered by
the appropriate decision maker.

2. No permit for the construction, occupancy or operation of any facility or improvement
described herein shall be granted, nor shall any activity authorized by this Permit be conducted

on the premises until;
2. The Permittee signs and returns the Permit to the “A;” and
b.  The Permit is recorded in the Office of the San Diego County Recorder

3. Unless this Permit has been revoked by the City of San Diego, the property included by
reference within this Permit shall be used only for the purposes and under the terms and
conditions set forth in this Permit, unless otherwise authorized by the Development Services
Department.

4. This Permit is a covenant running with the subject property and shall be binding upon the
Permittee and any successor or successors, and the interests of anty successor shall be subject to
each and every condition set out in this Permit and all referenced documents.

5. The utilization and continued use of this Permit shall be subject to the regulations of this
and any other applicable governmental agency.

6. Issuance of this Permit by the City-of San Diego does not authorize the Permiitee for this
permit to violate any Federal, State or City laws, ordinances, reguiations or policies including,

but not limited to, the Endangered Species Act of 1973 [ESA] and any amendments thereto (16
U.S.C. § 1531 et seq.). '

7. The Owner/Permittee shall secure all necessary building permits. The applicant is
informed that to secure these permits, substantial modifications to the building and site
improvements to comply with applicable building, fire, mechanical and plumbing codes and
State law requiring access for disabled people may be required.

B ST B

Pagedor? CHRIGINAL




I

<
W
s

6890

8. All of the conditions contained in this Permuit have been considered and have been
determined to be necessary in order to make the findings required for this Permit. It is the intent
of the City that the holder of this Permit be required to comply with each and every condition in
order to be afforded the special rights which the holder of the Permit is entitled as a result of
obtaining this Permit.

In the event that any condition of this Permit, on a legal challenge by the Owner/Permittee
of this Permit, is found or held by a court of competent jurisdiction to be invalid, unenforceable,
or unreasonable, this Permit shall be void. However, in such an event, the Owner/Permititee shall
have the right, by paying applicable processing fees, to bring a request for a new permit without
the "invalid" conditions(s) back to the discretionary body which approved the Permit for a
determination by that body as to whether all of the findings necessary for the issuance of the
proposed permit can still be made in the absence of the "invalid" condition(s). Such hearing shall
be a hearing de nove and the discretionary body shall have the absolute right to approve,
disapprove, or modify the proposed permit and the condition(s) contained therein.

ENVIRONMENTAL/MITIGATION REOUIREMENTS:

9.  Mitigation requirements are tied to the environmental document, specifically the
Mitigation, Monitoring, and Reporting Program (MMRP). These MMRY condiuons are
incorporated into the permit by reference or authorization for the project.

10.  As conditions of Site Development Permit No. 56160, the mitigation measures specified in
the MMRP, and outlined in the MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION, NO. 22528 shall
be noted on the construction plans and specifications under the heading
ENVIRONMENTAL/MITIGATION REQUIREMENTS.

11. Prior to issuance of any construction permit, the applicant shall pay the Long Term
Monitoring Fee in accordance with the Development Services Fee Schedule to cover the City’s
costs associated with implementation of permit compliance monitoring.

12.  The Permittee/City Department shall comply with the Mitigation, Monitoring, and
Reporting Program (MMRP) as specified in the MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION,
NO. 22528 satisfactory-to the Development Services Department and the City Engineer. All
MMRP requirements shall be shown on the construction plans and specifications. Prior to the
issuance of Notice to Proceed with construction, all conditions of the MMRP shall be adhered to,
to the satisfaction of the City Engineer. All mitigation measures as specifically outlined in the
MMRP shall be implemented for the following issue areas:

Biological, Land Use/MSCP, Historical {Archaeology) and Paleontological
13. A Job Order number open to the Land Development Review Division of the “A” shall be

required to cover the Land Development Review Division's cost associated with the
implementation of the MMRP.

Fage 3 of 7 L DRIGINAE
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LANDSCAPE REQUIREMENTS:

14. In the event that the Landscape Plan and the Site Plan cenflict, the Landscape Plan shall
prevail,

15. No change, modification or alteration shall be made to the project unless appropnate
application or amendment of this Permit shall have been granted by the City.

16. Prior to issuance of any construction permits for the proposed sewer replacement, complete
landscape construction documents consistent with the Landscape Standards and the Land
Development Manual shall be submitted to the City Manager for approval. The construction
documents shall be in substantial conformance with Exhibit "A," including the Landscape
Development Plan and the Tree Planting, Revegetation, & Erosion Control Specifications, on file
in the Office of Development Services.

17. Installation of slope planting and erosion contro! including hydro-seeding of ail disturbed
land, consistent with the approved landscape plans, 1s considered to be in the public interest. The
Permittee shall complete the aforementioned measures between October first and December
thirty-first of the year in which all proposed work that creates disturbed soil 1s completed. Such
erosion controi/siope planting shall be instailed in accordance with the approved pians and the
Landscape Standards.

18,  The Permittee or subsequent owner shall be responsible for the maintenance of all
landscape improvements in the right-of-way consistent with the Landscape Standards unless
long-term maintenance of said landscaping will be the responsibility of a Landscape Maintenance
District or other approved entity. In this case, a Landscape Maintenance Agreement shall be
submitted for review by a Landscape Planner.

19. Prior to the termination of revegetation establishment maintenance, the Mitigation
Monitoring Coordination section of Land Development review shall certify that all revegetation
has been established per the requirements set forth by the City Manager.

20.  Allrequired iandscape shall be maintained in a disease, weed, and litter free condition at all
times. Severe pruning or "topping” of trees 1s not permitted unless specifically noted in this
Permit. The trees shall be maintained in a safe manner to allow each tree to grow to 1ts mature
height and spread.

21. The Permittee shall be respensible for the installation and maintenance of all revegetation
and erosion control measures consistent with the Land Development Manuat and Landscape
Standards. Invasive species are prohibited from being planted adjacent to any canyon, water
course, wetland or native habitats within the city limits of San Diego. Invasive plants are those
which rapidly self propagate by air born seeds or trailing as noted in section 1.3 of the Landscape
Standards.

22, If any required landscape (inciuding, but not limited to; existing or new plantings,
hardscape and landscape features) indicated on the approved plans is-damaged or removed during

1 SR

g f i L, T S B
Page 4 of7 | ORI INAL



660543 6895

demolition or construction, it shall be repaired or replaced in kind and equivalent size per the
approved plans within thirty days of completion of construction by the Permittee. The
replacement size of plant material after three years shall be the equivalent size of that plant at the
time of removal (the largest size commercially available or an increased number) to the
satisfaction of the City Manager.

23. Inthe event slopes are disturbed during construction or proposed t¢ be disturbed on any
submitted plans, the Owner or Permittee shall submit construction documents for slope pianting
or revegetation inciuding hydroseeding and irrigation that are in accordance with the Landscape
Standards and to the satisfaction of the City Manager.

24. The Permittee or subsequent Owner(s) shall be responsible for the installation and
maintenance of all landscape improvements consistent with the Landscape Regulation and
Landscape Standards. Invasive species are prohibited from being planted adjacent to any canyon,
water course, wet land or native habitats within the city limits of San Diego. Invasive plants are
those which rapidly self propagate by air born seeds or trailing as noted in section 1.3 of the
Landscape Standards. '

PLANNING/DESIGN REQUIREMENTS:

25. There shall be compliance with the regulations of the underlying zone(s) unless a deviation
or variance to a specific regulation(s) is approved or granted as a condition of approval of this
Permit. Where there is a conflict between a condition (including exhibits) of this Permit and a
regulation of the underlying zone, the regulation shall prevail unless the condition provides for a
deviation or variance from the regulations. Where a condition (including exhibits) of this Permit
establishes a provision which is more restrictive than the corresponding regulation of the
underlying zone, then the condition shall prevail.

26. A topographical survey conforming to the provisions of the SDMC may be required if it 1s
determined, during construction, that there may be a conflict between the building(s) under
construction and a condition of this Permit or a regulation of the underlying zone. The cost of
any such survey shail be bomne by the Permittee,

27.  Any future requested amendment to this Permit shall be reviewed for compliance with the
regulations of the underlying zone(s) which are in effect on the date of the submittal of the
requested amendment.

TRANSPORTATION REQUIREMENTS:

28. A traffic control plan should be submitted to the City of San Diego for review and approval
for any area that the project is encroaching in the public roadway. Please contact Tom Elder at
(858) 495-4741, or telder@sandiego.gov, for more information on the requirement for traffic
control plans.

P——
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INFORMATION ONLY:

Any party on-whom fees, dedicaticns, reservations, or other exactions have been imposed as
conditions of approval of this development permit, may protest the imposition within ninsty days
of the approval of this development permit by filing a written protest with the City Clerk
pursuant to California Government Code section 66020.

APPROVED by the Hearing Officer of the City of San Diego on June 21, 2006, Resolution No.
HO-5401.
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ALL-PURPOSE CERTIFICATE
Site Development Permit No, 22528

_ Date of Approval June 21, 2006
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO W { @n
. 0 A

Morris E. Dye, Develop&lem Project Manager
City of San‘Diego

On August 29, 2006 before me, Raquel Herrera, (Notary Public), personally appeared

Morris E. Dye, Development Project Manager of the Development Services Department of the
City of San Diego, personally known to me to be the person whose name is subscribed to the
within instrument and acknowledged to me that he executed the same in his capacity, and that by
his signature on the instrument the person, or the entity upon behalf of which the person acted,
executed the instrument. -

WITNESS my, ﬁand anmcml seal

Signature _ | \wa W/LAA/

Raguel Herrera

RAQUEL HERRERA

Commission # 1424775
annm DPublics - r"'""ui"'

S e \‘
*W Son Diego County
M

y Comm. Expires Jun 15, 2007

s
¥

ALL-PURPOSE CERTIFICATE
OWNER/PERMITTEE SIGNATURE/NOTARIZATION:
THE UNDERSIGNED OWNER/PERMITTEE, BY EXECUTION THEREQF, AGREES TO

EACH AND EVERY CONDITION OF THIS PERMIT AND PROMISES TO PERFORM
EACH AND EVERY OBLIGATION OF OWNER/PERMITTEE THEREUNDER.

Signed () Signed GLDM Grad l JIALES B G
%fént?;lz{Wasinero %@ Me & Typed Name
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

On August 29, 2006, before me, Raquel Herrera (Notary Public) personally appeared

Clemens Wassenberg, or proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person
whose name 1s subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he executed the
same in his authorized capacity, and that by his signature on the instrument the person, or the
entity upon behalf of which the person acted, executed the instrument.

WITNESS my hand and_ofil¢1al seal.
Signature %ﬂ“‘(ﬂ
T V “

RAQUEL HERRERA
Commission # 1424775

\
{;f'—*. Notary Public - California

"ﬂ"FJ‘ Son Dlego County
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(R-2009-200) CORR

RECEIVED : , 15 7
90
08057 20 AMI0: 57 16/ P
sy cuenks oeFice. RESOLUTION NUMBER R- '
" SN DIECD, CA
DATE OF FINAL PASSAGE

A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE PLANS AND
SPECIFICATIONS, EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS, AND
REQUIRING PREVAILING WAGES REGARDING THE
SOUTH MISSION VALLEY TRUNK SEWER PROJECT
WHEREAS, the Council of the City of San Diego [Council] has the discretion to require,
on a case by case basis, based on the evidence in the record, that prevailing wages be paid on its

public works municipal affair projects when the Council determines that doing so will provide an

economic benefit to the City;

WHEREAS, Council Resolution No. R-298185 directs that advertising for bids include a
prevailing wage spéciﬁcation on all City public works “municipal affair” water and / or sewer
fund projects when the engineer’s estimate for the construction of the project exceeds ten million

dollars; and

WHEREAS, the South Mission Valley Trunk Sewer, phase I [the Project], mandated by
thé Environmental Protection Agency is a public works “municipal affair” sewer fund project

falling within the parameters of the resolution; NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council that the plans and specifications for the construction
of the Project, including the prevailing wage specifications, as advertised by the Purchasing and
Contracting Department, filed in the office of the City Clerk as Document

" No. , are approved.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that after advertising for bids in accordance with law,

the Mayor, or his designee, is authorized to establish contract funding phases and execute a

-PAGE 1 OF 4-
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construction contract with the lowest responsible and reliable bidder, provided that the City
Comptroller first furnishes one or more certificates certifying that funds necessary for
expenditure under established contract funding phases are, or will be, on deposit with the City

Treasurer.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Comptroller is authorized to transfer an
amount not to exceed $2,426,797 from Sewer Fund 41506, CIP No. 44-001 .0, Annual Allocation

— Sewer Main Replacement to Sewer Fund 41506, CIP 40-931.0, South Mission Valiey Trunk

Sewer.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the expenditure of an amount not to exceed
$14,823,637, of which $14,246,137 from Sewer Fund 41506; CIP No. 40-931.0, South Mission
Valley Trunk Sewer is authorized for the purpose of providing funds for this Project’s
construction, contingency and related costs, and $577,500 from Sewer Fund 41506, CIP 46-
193.0, Annual Allocation — Muni Pooled Contingency is authorized for the purpose of providing
funds for this Project’s contingency and related costs, provided that the City Comptroller first
furnishes one or more certificates certifying that the necessary funds for expenditure under

established contract funding phases are, or will be, on deposit with the City Treasurer.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Comptroller is authorized, upon advice

from the administering department, to transfer excess budgeted funds, if any, to the appropriate

TCSErves.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Mayor or his designee is further authorized to

include state prevailing wage requirements in the contract awarded for this project.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the that the City, stating for the record that the
information contained in the Mitigated Negative Declaration No. 22528, including any
comments received during the public review process, has been previously reviewed and
considered by this Council and it is determined that no substantial changes or new information of
substantial importance within the meaning of CEQA Guidelines section 15162 would warrant

any additional environmental review in connection with approval of the Project.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLOVED, that the City Clerk is directed to file a Notice of
Determination [NOD] with the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors for the County of San Diego

regarding the above Project.

APPROVED: MICHAEL J. AGUIRRE, City Attorney

o L2 N,

Pedro De Lara Jr.
Deputy City Attorney

PDIJ:sc

10/17/08 Corr.
08/25/08

Aud.Cert.;: AC2900133
Or.Dept:/E&CP
R-2009-200

I hereby certify that the foregoing Resolutmn was passed by the Council of the City of San
Diego, at this meeting of .

ELIZABETH S. MALAND
City Clerk

By
Deputy City Clerk

Approved:

-PAGE 3 OF 4-



(R-2009-200) CORR

(date) JERRY SANDERS, Mayor

Vetoed:

(date) JERRY SANDERS, Mayor
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